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The Senate having under jonsideratioii the resolutions submitted by Mr. Clay — 

Mr. BADGER said: Mr. President, it is not surprising, considering the si;bject-matter of the reso- 
lutions submitted by tlie honorable S ^nator from Kentucky, (Mr. Cl.a?,) that tliere should have been 
a warm, and even an excited debate, produced by them in this house. Nor is it surprising, con- 
sidering the variety of topics embraced in those resolutions, Uiat thera should have been a great diver- 
sity of sentiment among the meu.l^era of ihiis body. The delicate nature of t^ie subject out of which 
these resolutions have grown — to which, directly or indirectly, they all relate — furnishes^ abundant ex- 
cuse, if not justification, for the large amount of excited feeling, and warmth, and animation of dis- 
cussion, here and elsewhere. I do not rise, Mr. President, with a view of saying any thing which 
.shall tend to aggravate excitement, or at r,U to lessen tlie prospects of an amicable accommodation of 
the various matters hi dispute, pending between the different portions of this country. On the con- 
trary, while-! shall express, with plainness and sincerity, the views which I entertain, I shall en- 
deavor to uvoid saying any thing which can give just offence. In the remarks which I shall submit 
to the Senate, I shall endeavor to cultivate in nnyself, and, so far as depends upon me, in others,' tlxat 
spirit of mutual concession, oompromise, and kind feeling, in which the Union of the Statea originated, 
and by cultivaiing which alone can it be. preserved. 

There can be no question that the subject under the consideration of the Senate is vastly important. 
It is, in my judgment, as important as the value of the Union; and for the estimate of that value, I my- 
self possess no adequate powers of computation. For us, as a people, its value is, indeed, inestim- 
able. When, therefore, questions are moved here which do, either directly ov indirectly, involve 
tliecoiUinuanceof this Union, and the maintenance of the form of government under which we live, 
I roust consider them of auch.transcemiunt importflnce.as to be v^orthy of every exercise of the un- 
derstanding of every member of this body, and,as demanding from us all the exercise of moderation,, 
justice^ care, and conciliation, in order to produce good and avoid evil. , , 

In the first place, I concur entirely in v/hat.has been so often said upon this floor, that there can ba no 
peaceable separation of this Union. .;Prom the very nature of the case, from the character of our insJi- 
tutions, from tlic character of our country, from the nature of Governmcrit itself, it is, in my judgment, 
impossible tliat there can be a peaceable separation of this Union. But if tliere co^ld be, 1 agree en- 
tirely with the honorable Senatfip friim Kentucky, tiiat the state of peace in which, we should separate 
must be speedily ended, must terminate in intestine conflicts, in wars, which, from the nature of the 
case, could know no amicable termination, no permanent peace; but, until the superiority of one or of 
the other side in the conflict should be completely established, v/ould. admit of nothing but hollow,, 
truces, in v.'htch each might breathe .from pesi exertions, and malce preparations for future conflicts, v 

Sir, the idea of a separation of these Stiiiea into distinct confederacies was thought of, aud considered, 
and sjjoken of, before the adoption of this Constitution. At the fimo that the question was before tlic . 
American people, whether the constitution propered by the convcutioa should be adopted, it, was then 
spoken of. Its probable, yea, certain, consequences, v/ere referred .fo by the writers of that admirable,,, 
series of paper.s denominated the "Federalist;" and I beg the indulgence of the Senate while I read a very 
briefextract, conveying tiie views of those eminent men: . . 

ir these States should ehher be wholly disunited, or only uolted in partiii! confodcracic?, a inaa must ho far gone in 
Utopian epeciilaiion who can seriously doubt Uiat the subdivisions into which thej>. might be .thrown wcyld have frc-. 
qucnt and violent contests with eaeli other . To presume a want,of motivis for such cojitesta, 83; an arguihent sjflolhst . 
Uicir existence, would be to forgel.ihat men are ambiiious, vindictive, and rapa'clous. ' To look for a 'contimiatlon of 
hatmohy heivveen aiiniber of independent, unconnected sovereignlieH, situated inthesanieheighborhood, wotild be to ' 
disregard the uniform course of humoin iiits, and to set at defiance the accumulated eipsriencc of ages." : 

If this was a just view of the,.probable, tliC certain results Of d sepanition of these States at that time, 
and under the then circumstances, I pray yoO, air, upon what, at' the present day, can wfcfoUrid a bet- 
ter.hope? , Then the States were fresh from the conflict of the revolutionary war. Then not'oniy imi. 
thijyalively remembrance of iiio contest in which they had'fonght, and in Which^they had gathered- 
victory and honor together, but th£ leading men of that timo were those choice spirits who had cp.fried 
them through that repent conflict; who had established the independence of the couati-y; mid ^>/i\<^ es- 
■erciped ars influenpo iii public affairs proporiioned to their patriotisth, the''' valor, rttia their wisdom; . 
"Then they rhight have separated wilnpiit the satfte causes ot^hdstiUty arid alienalibh v?hioh mlist exist 
dn;4ny separation o^these States iRt the present day. If we separate iiow, we do it with feelings of'' 
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mutual distrust and bitterness. We divide, not by common concent, as par;ners who can no longer 
carry on their joint business v.'ith mutiiril profit, each to pursue for his own separate advantngc l!\at 
courfo. of busii'iesa in v/hich he thinks he can best succeed; but \vc part with the feelings of those who 
consider ihcinscK-er, mutuaViy wronged. A sense of injustice nnd oppression rankles irk tho hearts of one 
portion of tiie new confederacies, and a sense, in the other, of defiance and indignity. 

CJnuer such circumslancea, " what can ensue," to borrow the !angurtj;c: of the great Engiisii moralist,. 
" but a continual exacerbation of hatred — an unexlinguishablc feud — sn incessant recipro- uiion of rnia- 
chief— -a mutual vigilance to entrap and eagerness to destroy?" 

Tiie question has been asked, what can the Stales do, supposing them to be divided — separated 
into distinct subdivisions, or independent sovereignties? .Vliow me to answer that question in the 
Y/ords of one of the most eminent men whom my Stale has ever produced: a man of clear and com- 
prehensive intellect, of a sound heart, and enlarged and ardent patriotism; who shed a glory around 
his natiro State, and v;hose name is held in just veneration by every one who acknowledges himself a 
North CaioliniaEi: At another period of our history the same question was asked. In the years 1831 
and 1632, it had become an inquiry, a subject of disquisition in my own State, and the late Judge 
Gaston, in an address delivered in 1S32 before the literary societies of the University, thue treo.ts of the- 
subject: 

" Threats of registancc, secession, pcpsraiion, Iiavo ticcnmu civinmon as household words, in the wicked and silly vio- 
Ircicc of public doKliuiiicrs, Tlie public cir is fainiliatizeil, anci the public luind will soon hb accustomed to the dctosf > 
able Eii.Egcsiicii oCdisumoii. Calculations and conjectures — v.'hiit may tlie East do wiUiout Uis South, and wlmt may 
itie Soaili i}a wi'.hotu the Earl— Enecirs, raciiEcas, repro;ic!ies, and tecriminaiious, all lend to the eamo fatal nnd. Wliat 
csEV*:! Esst do wilhoiU the Soutii? Vvhat can ihe South do without the East? Tlicy may do much; they may ex- 
hibit to liie curiosity of political ariMomiEi?, and the pUy and wonder of the world, the " tlisjcct(L membra" — ilio sunder- 
ed, bleeding limbs of a; once gigantic body, inrtitici with life, nad slrenglh, and v gor. They caa furnish to the philoso- 
pliis iiisl'itinn another mclaac'ioty and iirikins instance of the political nxtom, that all rnpublican confedaracies have an. 
inlicii^nt and unavoidaMe tciidency to dis-oluiioii. Thsy will present fields and occasions for border wars, for leagues 
Micoiintot iesciies, for th« intrigues of f.ntty tftntesmeu,the eltugi;k;s of military chiefs, forconfiscnUoiis, insurrection'?, 
and dcerts of darkest hue. Tlioy will gladden the hearts of ih«=o v.'iio have prooiaimeil that men ate not fit to govern 
ihoniseivfis, and shed a dis.'istrous cciipjc on the hopes of rational freedom throughout tho world. Solon, in his code, 
pwjwscd no punishment for parricide, ttcatitig it as an impos? ible crime. Such,~with us, ought to bo the crime of poli- 
tical pamctde— the dismemberment of our ' fatherland.'" 

To nie, sir, these sentiments convey a just representation of %vhat will be the future and unavoidable 
results of a separation of the people of this great coun'ry into distinct and independent confederacies.. 
And when I look at the prospect betbre us, it is one so dark, filled with such horrid forms of dread 
and evii, that I willingly clos^2 my eyes upon it, and desire to believe that it is impossible it sliould 
ever be realized. 

?Jow, Mr, President, if the evils resulting from a dissolution of the Union be of the kind and mag- 
nitude which I have stated, is there any danger — have we any reason, in the present condition of the 
country, to apprv'hcnd — that a dissolution may follow the action of the Congress of the Uniteci States 
ypon the' great q;ie.=3tion3 before ua ? Is tiiere a probability that such a result may follow any course 
which Congress may think proper to take— any decision to which they may come upon these vexed 
and harassing tjuestions? i ixm not, and never have been, and trust I never shall be, an alarmis^t. I 
look to the Union t f these States as the palladium, not only cf the general safety of the whole, but of 
the individual liberty of the several parts that compose it. I will not undertake to state, sir, what 
amount of hazard we might eVicoanter of some domestic convulsion ; but that there is more or less 
reason for apprehension—- that there is danger, greater or less — no man doubts who attends to Vi'hat he 
hfitira in this chamber, and what he sees throughout the country. The most eniuient men belonging 
to this body realize that we are in a situation which requires great skill and dexterity in the manage- 
ment of public measures ; ttiat there is danger that this Union; though incapable of a peaceable sepa- 
ration-^or, if peaceably separated, incapable of maintaining between the portions which composed.it,. 
for any length of time, harmonious relation? — may yet experience convulsions and violent separations.. 
Whether the danger be greatfer or leas— whether it bo exaggerated on the one hand, or looked upon 
as too small upon the other — if there be any danger, however remote, any reason, however small, to 
tear such results, to a man v.'ith a patriotic heart it furnishes just the same ground of caution— just thfr 
same motive for forbearance— just the same ground for the exercise of care and diligence for our pre- 
ssrvation, as if the danger were immediate or the cauiie of fear great. We all realize this in the ordi- 
nsty transactions of life. If a man has any reason to suppose, however remote the danger, that the 
house in which he is conceals a powder magazine beneath it, ho does not wait to have demonstration 
of the fact before he takes measiu'ss for his security. In all human affairs we. cuie obliged to act upon 
probable evidence, and to provide for probable contingencieo, and to'respect even the lov/cst degree of' 
p;obabil(t^i.in avoiding danger and eecuriiig safety. I cafe not whether there be more or less reasDn- 
ta think thnt a convulsion .may be prpdticed^amono; the people of the different sections of the Union 
by Ujc manner in which these questions shall be ;aecided ,by Congress ; if there be any danis;cr, any , 
ground of fear, a,3 men of sense, as.mejti of patriotism, as lovers of our country, we are .bound to the 
moat a^i^cibua, earnest, persevering eforta to, gecure the country. Enterttiining these views upon the 
subject, and. haying stated, what t believe to, be the .duty of . us all, I profess how to act, and to bo al-' 
wayp ready to act, upon the principle, which I have stated as that which should govern our conduct. 

Iti what, Mr. President, have' these dtfiicuities their origin? They spring /rom one single source^. 
They m^y multiply theinselyesj diey may as^ directions j they 'may govern' and direct 

the conduct of indivjiJuals inivaridus modes ; but the whole d.i.fficiilty lies in slavery ss its original arid . 
sole eo'qrco.^ itis.ihe.^sistsac^ of that institution in <^^^^^ arid the existetico 'bir.' 

that iriE'itution alone, which, has brought upon us the jiecesaity of considering whether thie' Union is 
safe. Entsrtainibg very clear nnd decided views upon the subject of that institution, nnd sentiments 
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having been expressed wi'h great confidence by many gendemsn, parlicularly by the hScnatorfroav Nc^7 
York, who sits on this sid ; of the ciiambery (Mr. Sewahd,) r.s to its. nature am? chai -"iier, coiiGidercd . 
in a rehgious point of view — it having bean atisuraed as a matter of course that that iritititution 'tcolf. is 
utterly opposed to the spirit and law of Christiuniiy, and that, it must be cakcn to bs in iteelf moi ally 
evil, e'vii altog-ither, and to be tolerated only where v,'e have, no pov. er: t'o p\U it down, I be^r let vcj 
though not exactly germane to the political discussion, to submit to the Seriate a brief ihcjuiry into ,'he 
correctness of this viev/. I maintain, and shall endeavor to establish, that \v ;>elher the institution of 
slavery be considered «3 an evil or not, it is not a sin. It ij not in itself a violation of tho Divine \a\v. 

It was said by the honorable Senator from Massacb'^setts, in the noble and able speedh which he 
delivered the other day, that that institution had eyisted fi'om the earliest times; that the ilrst writers 
of history found it ey.istinsj,-that, in the thcocrp.tic government of the Jews, po disapprobation of it;, 
v/as expressed ; and ihat, under the Gospel dispensation, no injunction against it;is to bp found. That, 
is the truth, sir, but it fa not all the truth.. It is clear that this institution, which we find existing , in 
the world before and ^>t the commencemeut of the Jewish theocracy, not only was not disapjproveii 
of, but was expressly recognised, approved, and it,s coiuinwance sanctioned by the Divine Lawgiver of 
the Jews. . : i . I 

Why, Mr. President, if we dis^ juse our minds of the influence of previous opinion.^, and undei-~ 
take to inquire v/hether the divi'- j iav/ of charity condemns the institution of 'slaver}^ ; and if in this 
inquiry we subordinate our c judgments to the teachings of the Divine Lawgiver himself, there pan 
be little doubt as to the reso'. mI which we must arrive : and it will be that which i have stated. But 
we may adopt a different r odo of conducting the inquiry — may allow some inward impulse or feeling 
to give interpretation to ae great law of charity, and set up our own speculations to regulate our 
judgment of its force a'; 'i application. W e may thence be led to conclude that the institution of slavery 
is utterly unlawful ; in so doing we present a melancholy instance of the human interpreter setting 
himself in direct opr j'jition to the practical commentary which the Divine Lawmaker has given upon 
his own law. ' 

Now, sir, I fir;('. in the 25th chapter of Leviticus thi.s pi?i3sage: 

" And if liiy Ir/rr^hct iliat dwelleth by tlice be waxen poor, and be sold unto tJiee, lUou shall not compel Iiiin to serve 
as a liond servan t; but asii hired sejvalit, and a sojaiirner, he shall be with thee, and shall si?rve thee unto the year of 
jubilee; and '.' en sliall he depart from thee, both he and his children with him, and shall return unto his own family, 
and unto th.c • .)i3CS3ion of bis faihors shall he return. For Uiey are my servants, which I brought forili out of the Ir. : 
of Egypt ; .y shall not be sold as bondmen. Thou shalt not rule over him with rigor ljut ehalt fear tbv God. IJotb 
thy bondr j n and tliy bondmaids, which thou sha't have, shall ba of the heathen that are roand about you; of them 
shall ye j iort^Micn and bondmaids. Moreover, of tiio children of the Btranseris tuut do sojourn among you, of iliem 
shall yr; ' ,uy. and of iheir families iliat are with yoa whioh they begat your land; and they shall be your possession. 
And f • .diall take tliem as an inheritance for your children after you, to inherit Ihcmfor a posmsion; they shall be yoia" 
londr- :n forever; but over your bietliren, the children of Israel, ye shall not rule one over auother with rigor." 

7 lis is one among the many direct, positive, authoritative approvals by God himself of the institu- 
iio i of slavery, existing at the time of the Jewish theocracy. £t is not a mere toleration, a mere for- 
b drance to prohibit, but an express permission to the I3raelite3, whom He condescended to govern in 
• .le stead of a human ruler, to purchase of the surrounding nations and of strangera among them slaves, 
and to hold them as an inheritance forever. 

Slavery, Mr. President, was found, as mentioned hj the honorable Senator from Massachusetts, an 
existing institution at the time of the Gospel dispensation,, and v/as apread throughout the Darth. Wh.at 
treatment did it receive from the founders of that- Gospel dispensation ? It was approved — firat nega- 
tively, and'Uheu positively. First negatively, because, m the whole New Testament there is not to ,bo 
foond one single word, either spoken by our Saviour or by any of the Evangelists or Apostles, in which 
that institution is either directly or indirectly conr'emned. And also affirmatively. To show this I desire 
to call the attention of the Senate to two or three passages from the epistles of St. Paul, and to bring 
them forward, not with a commentary ot my own, but xvith a brief commentary from one of the best 
men that ever lived, as well as one of the most learned divines, who spent his life between the years 
1721 and 1799 in the kingdom of Scotland, who never set his foot upon aoil where there was a slave, 
and never saw a slave. He gives bie opinions in a most able work, entitled "A New Transla- 
lation, Commentary, and Notes upon the Epistles" — not any hasty production, but the res'ilt of thirty 
earfi of his life expended upon 'his subject, which it is said was five times written over y his own 
and before its publication. l alluds to the celebrated Dr. McKnight, of the established Presbyterian 
church of Scotland. ... 

In his introduction to the sixth chapter of the first epistle to Timothy, he thus expresses himeelf : 

"Because the law of Moses (Ejcod. 21,22) allowed rio Israelite to be made a slave for life without hi» oivn con- 
sent, the Judaizipg tenchera, to allure slaves to their party, taught that, under the Gospel, likewise', invoIantarp.slavBrys 
is unlawful. This doctrine the apostJe condemned here, aa in his other epJsllcs, (1 Cor. 7, 50, 21, 23; Col. 3, 22.) by 
enjoining Christian slaves to honor and obey their ma.'jtcrB, whether they were believers or unbelicvero. (versus I, 2;') 
and by essutsng Timothy that if any person taught otherwiae he opposed the wholesome precepts of Jesus Christ and ' 
t!ie doctrine of tho Gcspel, which is in all points conformable togodlincss or sound morality, (versa 3,) and was p\iffi& 
up with pride, without posBessing any true knowledge eitliei of the Jewish or of the Christian revalation, (voTse X^y 

The passage in the epistle referred to by Dr. McKnight is in, these words : ' 
"Letns many seivants as are under the yoke count their own tnastQm worthy of all honor, that tho name of God and 
hi3 doctrine ba not blasphemed. And they that have believing mastcj, let them not despise them, because Ihev are 
brethren; but tather do them setvica, because they are faitlifui and beloved, partakers «r the benefit These thinas 
teaeb and exhort If any man teach ©therwise, and consent not to wholesome words, even the v/ords of our XtOii 
Jfisus (Christ, and to the doctrine which is ncconling to godliness, he is iiroud, knowing nothing, but doti/sg about ftoes- ' 
tions and strifes of words, whereof comeih envy, strife, railings, evil surmisings, perrertic <liSputings of men of cornipl 
siinds, and destitute of the truth, supposing that gain is godliness ; from such withdraw thyself.'? . , .. i; 

On this he has the follov/ing note : . . . ■ 
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"By'Wdiriiig iimouiy Co teach Elavcs to coutiuue with and obey ilieir masiDrs, the apostle haih showed that the 
CiiisiidK rsIiKoa neither altera raen's iauk £n lite nor aboUshcs any right lo which thev arc entitled hy the law of tia- 
ttiic, ci- by the IriV7 of tlxo couuiry U7hore ihey live. Instead of encourafflnL' slaves to "diaobodienco, the Gospel makes 
tlietn morefatlhri'l nadcojiBciwitious. And by sweetening tho tcrQijerona!isters,and>nEiMriiig ihciiiwuh benevolence, 
iirenders iiie coac ition of slaves nioro tolerablo than formerly; i'ct. in proportion as niasiers imhibe she true spirit of 
liio Gospotj tUoy V 111 treat their siaves with humauity, and even yivo them iheir fteedoni, when their services merit; 
siiox a favor." ■ / ' 

i" psk the attention of the Senato to a brief passage from the sixth chapter of the Ei:)hesjans. It is 
iii lhcso')vords': 

" Servants, tie obcdianlto thca that arc your masters accori^ing to the flesh, with fear and trembling, in singleness of 
yourhoart, at! unto Christ; not with eye-service, as men-pleasersj but as the rervaiUs of Clirist, doing iheAvill of God 
i'Kim the heart; with good will doing service, ua to the Lord, and not to men : knowing that v/hatsoever gooa Uiing any 
man tloeth, the same shall he receive or the Lord, whether he be bond or free." 

The passage is tlius paraphrased by Dr. BilcKnight in his Commentaries: 

" Ab the gospel docs not cMcel the civil rijihla of mankind, i say to bond servants, obey your maslera, who have the 
property ofyoui body, with fear and trembling, as liablo to be punished byUiera for disobedience: obev also from the 
integrity of your own disposition, as obeyiag Clirisi." 

"Do thfe not merely vi'lien their eye 13 on you, or they are to' e\Lamine your work, as those do whose sole care is to 
please men; but as bontlraen of Christ, doing the will of God in this matter from the soul— tliiit Is, diligently. 

" With cheerfulttCEij do your duty to your eartlily masters, as servanta to the Lord Christ ; for, in serving them faith- 
fully^ ye servo him ; and therefore do not conui-Ier yourselves as servants to men only. And tliat ye may lie supported 
under the hardships of yourlot recollect what your religion tcacbcsyou, that whatever sood action any man does, for 
that, though ha should receive no reward from men, he oball receive at the judgniont a reward from Christ, whether he 
be 'd slave or a freeman," 

X ^ill trouble the Senate witli one more quotation. It is from the third chapter of CijUosians : 

" Servan'j, obey in nil things your masters accordins to the fiesh ; not with eye-Bcrviee, as men-pleaaers, but in sin- 
gleness of heart, fearing God: and whatsosverye do, do ithearlily, as to tho Lord, and not unto men; knowing that of 
the Lord ye sh'U receive tlie reward of the inheritance, for yo serve tlie Lord Cliriot. But he that doeih wrong shall 
isccive for the vsftong which he hath done, and there ia no respect of persons." 

Dr. McKnight explains this passage ill the following note : ■ 

"^cugh the word doittos properly. signifies 11 s'ave, our English trnnslators, in all the places where the duties of 
sloires arc inculcated, have justly transhiied it servant; because anciently the Greeks and Romans had Bcarceany ser- 
7a&t3 but slaves, and because the duties of the hired servant, during the time of his service, ate tlic same with those of 
tlia Blavt, , So that what the apostle said to the slave was, in effect, said Co the hired servant. Upon these principles, 
in translationsof the Scriptures deaigned.for conntries where slavctfy is abolished and servants are freemen, tlie word 
doislos may, wtiJi truth, be translated a servanu In this, and ilie. parallel pasr ■^e, (Ephesjans, 0, 5,) the apostle is very 
pariiculcr in his pracepia to slaves nnd lords ; because, in all the countries w. j slavery was established, many of the 
slaves were exceediKgly addicted, to fraud, lying, and stealing ; and many of ttie masters were, tyrannical and cruel tft 
uioir slaves. Peiliapa, also, he was thus particular in his precepts to slaves because the Jews held perpetual slavery to 
bo unlawful, and because the Jndaizing teachers propagated that doctrine in the church. But from the apostle's pre- 
cepts it may be inferred that if slaves ore justly acfiuircil, they may be lawfully retained, as tho Gospel does not make' 
void aay of the pQlitical rights of mankind.". - " . 

Nowj sir, the institution which existed at the time when Christianity was proclaimed was thus re- 
cognised as lav/ful. It was proper slavery, perpetual slavery, a servitude for life, with the ,obii£ation 
of servitude transmitted to descendants ; and permit me to say it was a slavery far more hard, fav more 
liable to reproach, far more deserving conden^nation, than any thing that has ever existed in this coun- 
try. It was a slavery in which the master had the pov/er of life and death over his slave.: It was a 
slavery in which bodily hardship wa,s imposed upon the slaves of a kind and in a degree .totally un- 
known in any State of this Republic. The rural slaves often worked in chains, and were usually turned 
at-night into one common receptacle, in which each had his cell, and there detained until they were 
prepared to resume the labors of the following day. It was a slavery in which the domestic servants 
"werti subject to every species of exaction from hard and tyrannical masters, whose hearts had not been 
softened by the benignant influences of Christianity;, ant! of these domestics they who probably had 
(ho hardest Jot were the tire-women, sfho waited upon the Roman ladies, and who often received the 
severest ti'eatment for any want of skill and dexterity in arranging the hair and dresses of their lovely 
but f&stiiiious.mvatresses, so as to display their charms to the greatest ad^^antage.. 

So Christianity found this institution. It took it up as an existing relation of life. It denounced all 
oppression and cruelty, and inculcated justice, forbearance, and humanity from the master t,o the slave. 
It demanded fidelity and obedience from the slave to the master. It recogni-sed, expressl y, that the 
master and the slave might, without reproach, bs both members of the -same church; that believing 
masters might have believing slaves ; and it enforced their relative duties .to ,each other upon Gospel 
princ^jleai Why was it left to exist in the church, if wrong in itself? There was iuo. difficulty at all 
about ematicipatiqa. The resh^iints upon emancipation were few, and 'applied only to special cases. 
The.princjpai vi&tQ the! prohibition tp.eraancipate to the' injury of creditors, the restrictioti of emanci- 
paSoH by,testament, beyond a, certain number or proportion, ai^d.^he provision ihit' emancipation by 
persons under, twenty josrs of age should bo sanctioned by certain respectable ofRcial persons. Such 
were the chief restrictions upon emancipation at the epoch of the Christiati revelation. 

,Notliingc<!:.jld.heeaiJiertftan,.for St. Paul to have. said, "Slaves, be obedient io ,youi-. heathen , mas- 
ters; but 1 say to you, belic'ving. masters, emancipate your slaves-, the law of Christ is against that re- 
laSidtiy and you sirs bound- therefore, i<S set them at liberty." No such v?ord is spokeit. Prom that day 
d<iv?)ij, ihe diurb^'tvc^d iippn/p'ret^ satne principle, bo.Ui before; .irid' after the empire became 
CM'vJf<tian) J; the emperors from lime tij time f especially the Christian emperors) interpbising by laws for 
tfie purpose of preventing oppression and injustice lo slaves; and the church, by her ex-communica- 
tions, affording a restraint against barbarous usage on the part of Christian masters. 
Now, Mr. President, having an institution among us so ancient, so sanctioned, surely it cannot be 
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tliat it is, in itself, utterly unlawful and irreconcilable with the spirit and teachings of our divine rel- 
gion. I cannot conceive, after considering the writings of the apostles and the continued practice of 
the church, from its earliest and purest times, which recognise slavery as a lavau! institution, and en- 
force the dul.cs growing out of it upon both muster and slave, how v/"?, u'ho now hold slaves, ore to be 
putheyondthecharitiesofourrr.ee as oppressors and robbers. Ko„ sir ; no, sir. Wc stand upon 
higher and bett r ground. We justify no injustice, cruelty, or hardship. We claim that -wc have 
just rights, recognised by tlie religion we profess, as v/ell as by the laws of the country in which welivej 
and that, for the possession and just use of them, wc should incur no reproach here, and v/e hope we 
shall incur none herep.fter; though we freely admit that the trust confided tc us is a high and an im- 
portantone; that, for the manner in which we discharge it, we must give an account hereafter, not 
because we possess or exercise authority — that is right; that is proper; that h not anti-religious— but 
for having been faithless, if faithle.=:R we shall he found, to the great duties v/hich this Gospel inculcates 
OS to thf) niode in which that authority is to be ustd, and the just restraints to be laid upon it. 

I have not made these remarks because I suppose that they'will produce conviction upon the jnjnds 
of gentlemen who take opposite views, nor do 1 suppose that such conviction con be produced *, but I 
wish those gentlemen to understand that we do not stand in the attitude of flagrant robbers and oppres- 
sors, who have no apparent reason and justification for our conduct. To my mind the lawfulness Of 
this institution, in the Christian point of view, is clear, demonstrable, demonstrated; <jentlehien may 
say, " We do not agree ; we have the idea that that gr(!a.t law of charity which saye, ' do unto others 
as you would that others should do unto you,' forbids you to hold a slave." He who ^aVe thr t law 
' of charity under the Old Testamenl, .and who explained and enforced it under the New, did hot declare 
such a judgment; and, therefore, what I want to deduce and enforce is, that the titmost that can be 
said by our Northerii fricnd.s is, that this is a case not free of difficulty, in which' difference of opinion 
may, without just offence, be entertained ; and hence that no unkind feeling, no prejudice, should re- 
sult, because we take a view of this subject which does not meet their approbation. 

JVIr. President, in these excited tirnes'it is very difficult to got a caln'i and quiet consideration df any- 
thing connected with this subject. IMy attention is almost daily arrested by misrepresentations with 
regard' to legal enactments subsisting in the Southern States of this Union, and with regard to tlie mo- 
tives which have dictated these enactments. It would seem as if men were so carried av/ay by the 
impulses growing out of 'his agitating subject, that they lose all charitable consideration for the mo- 
tives of others, and are ev er prompt to suppose that whatever is done is done for a wi"ong end, or uhder 
a wiong impulse. Now, I deem it proper, though at other times such matters would not be worthy 
of any consideration, to uoticc one or two mi.'^representations with regard to my 'own State, of whoSe 
laws I happen to knov/ something, as well as of the habits and charadter of her inhabitants. I do this, 
because every thing wiiich impresses upon the general miiid of our Nortbeni fellow-citizenR that we 
are a heartless, exacting, unjust, merciless race of people, has a most unhappy effect upon their dispo- 
sition and feelings tow trds us, and induces cxpi'ebiqns from Ihetti towards 'us which reaot -upon our 
minds; and thus is contisuipHy fometifing and increasing those sources of disquiet and alienation, which 
every patriot must regret, and shouldidesire to remove. 

I saw the other day, aceidontaily, in takitig up a newspaper, a note appended to a speech delivered, 
in another place. Inthis note 1 found .these, passages ; 

" Note by Mr. Mank..^Oji repniring to the Law Library, to aKcertain which pany was right in regard to the abore 
difference of -.opinloti, the second book I opened conuiinod at least three cases where the courts, were puihorizod toscn- 
tenoe a slave to be transported far the ccmniissiaii of ao offence for which a wliite man must tie iinconi^ilionally hung. 
(See \orih Carolina Rev. Stat, vol. J, chap. I ) 1', J J 35, 37, 39.) Of course the reason of this difference Js the pocunlai'^ 
valueof the slave'. Hun^, he vvoulH be vyorthles^'; transported to Cuba, he' might bring five hundred dollaarei." 

" But laws which punish ' six or eight,' or ' eight or ten,', or any othof.nariiber of offences with^ death, wJien coramit- 
ted by slaves, wliilo the same, offences receive n milder penalty when committed by whites, o.r ,taws denying the bqn- 
eiit of clergy (where ihatrelic of:barbaiism;?till prevails) to a slave, while U is granted to a wliite man, arc surely 
amonBiIiegreatest atrocities recorded in the liistory of the nice.'' < , ;-. ' 

Now, sir,. I would not be willing to suppose the gentleman who penned these paragraphs capahi.e ipf" 
wilfully misrepresenting an individual, much less the whole people oif a State; but so carried away is he 
by this subject, that he doeo not perceive Uiat his '* of course," in the first passage, manifests o. most 
uncharitable disposition; and he does not perceive that what he says in the second paragraph is in di- 
.rect conflict and inconsistency with the first. If the legislature of,?. Southern State permi^a a.slaye to 
be transported for an offence for which a white man lo put to defith> " Oh," it . is said, "hereis cl'e- 
testable avarice, sacrificing justice to money." And if the slav^ is put to death, and not (he whiite 
man, *' Here is an instance of the greatest atrocities that ever disgraced the legislation, of mankind^" 
. Now, with regard to this " of courae," I do not choose that my State shall, lie under the impiitation^^f 
r. being influenced in affixing punishment by the mere value of the slave as property. .The olfencea 
ferred to in the statute, cited in this notei, are conspiracies, rebellions, insurrections. Thelaw oif IStojrth 
Carolina, like I suppose the law of every other country, carefully avoids, in regard to ofiences whi^h 
ordinarily implicate a large number pf individuals,thehorrid8pec{acle of indiscriminate ^latjghtei^ arid 
therefore authorizes the court in these cases to affix either the putii^hment of ,death or tranflportatipB. 
If the gentleman had been solicitous not to overstate the case, he would, liefoh making this grave 
charge of sacrificing the principles of justice to the base calculation.^ of pelf, have iookeati liiile fur- 
ther into the .origin of this lawj and he would then have discovered that. jntlie.pj-eambl.e of the original 
act, omitted in the revisal, the mr.tiye is set out which is to avoid a,tt iunhcceSsary. shedding 6f tilo|oct, 
iby enabling the courts, after ft, eufficient example has been made, to give setttetice of tran^poHatipn 
only. The purpose, therefore, is evident: in the first place,. to punish with death the feaderfj, those 
; ,who.stlr up and foroept .the infiuri;ectionj and with a jiist consldert^tion and humanity to ,wif|i'dra«r'that 
• penalty from subordinates iij.guilt," v/hi!e the safety.bf the State is'consultecl ,by reiaii.Viiig'tbfem out of 



the tTnited States. And if the gentleman who wrote this note had not skipped over, in his citation, 
the 3Sth section of the same revised statute, he would have Ibund the extreme care which the legisla- 

„ture took to avoid an^f hasty conviction of slaves charged with such offences. The legislature knew 
it v/as a subject upon v/hich the public mind was likely to become excited ; and that section provides 
that where the testimony of blacKs shall be received, for the purpose of convicting the slave, such testi- 
mony shall not be deemed sufficient, unless it is supported bj"- oilier and pregnant circumstances, uniting 
to produce conviction of guilt to the minds of the jury who may have charge of the otiender. No, sir; 
m such motive exists as the writer of this note supposes. And the reason why in my State tiiat par- 
ticular offence is punished inflexibly by death to the white mt>n is obvious. A white man who joins 
in Guch an insurrection stands without excuse, and is necessarily a ring leader. He is a person not 
Imposed upon, but imposing upon others; and the legislature wisely and justly determined that no 
discretionary modification of the punishment should be left in regard to him, when engaged in such an 
insurrection against the peace and lives of the comrnunity. But, sir, the v;hole legislation of my State 
~I do not meaii to distinguish between that and other Southern States ; I speak of her, because I know 

. what her laws are — is marked by the extremest care for the lives of those slaves who are uufonunate 
enough to be charged with capital offences. They are tried by the same tribunal that tries the white 
man. They have a right to counsel, if not retained by the owners, assigned by the court. They have 
a right to challenge thivty-five jurors peremptorily, and to be assisted in these challenges by their coun- 
sel. They caii a|)peal to the ouprerne Court ; and, in order to give them the largest security that it 
attainable againfil improper influences, and the benefit of every safeguard against improper conviction , 
while any freeholder is cornpetent to sit upon the trial of myself for my life and deatli, no freeholder, 
\vho is not also a slaveholder, is a competent juror to pass upon the life of a slave. 

Now, Mi". President, I wish it to be distinctly understood— it is for that purpose I have brought thia 
Subject forv/ard ; it is for that purpose I have noticed the note to which I have called the attentiou of 
the Senate— :lliat the inference drawn from our legislation, as well as from detached expressions and 
incidental observations contained in law reports, to which I alluded the other day, are very v/ell calcu- 
lated to mislead the mind, and to produce very unjust, and, consequently, unfavorable, impressions as 
to the state of the public mind in the southern country in regard to the slaves who are subject to our 
control. 

Permit me just to read a marginal note of a case decided in North Carolina, no bnger ago than the 
month of June last, where a slave was charged with the murder of a white man, and haa been con- 
victed of that offence in a court of law. His case was brought to the Supreme Court upon exceptions 
to the judge's charge below, and the judgment was reversed, and a new trial granted. This is the 
marginal note, stating the principle laid down by the Supreme Court : 

" U avrhite man wantonly infliats upfm a slave, ovsr whom he hiis no authority, a severe blow, or repeated blows, 
tmder unasua< circumstances, and tliejslave at the instant saikes aud killSj without evincing, by the means used, great 
■wicketUieEs or cruelly, ho is only guilty of manslaughter, giving due weight to motives of policy and the necessity for 
subofdin&tlan. 

"The same principle of extenuation applies to the beaten slave's comrade or friend, who is present, and instantly 
■ bills {lie asKxilfint, without, in like manner, by the means used, evinchig great wickedness or cruelty." 

^Now, 1 think I may safely challenge the world to show a more tender consideration for thepassiotia 
• and feelings of a human being than is manifested by that wise, moderate, and just rule v/hich the Su- 
prenae Court has laid down, by which the life of an unfortunate slave was saved, who, smarting under 

frbss ill-treatment, had upon the instant taken the life of a white man, and with a weapon likely to 
ill. Sir, we ought to understand, I wish our northern friends to understand, that in dealing with this 
subject they are not dealing with inhuman relations of society existing among a savage people, but 
witK an institution exiatini" in a Christian land, in which slaves are ruled by Christian masters, in 
"which their condition is mitigated by the operation of the principles of Christianity, and therefore there 
should be no state of mind among our friends at the North, founded upon another and mistaken sup- 
position unjust to us. and which, at this particular juncture, is calculated to produce very mischievous 
lesults. 

But then, sir, slavery must be remembered hni looked at in anothet point of view. It is with us a 
««55:ed ffl>.ti'> the origin of it is a matter of no sort of importance in the inquiry how this subject is to 

dealt vvitli. In the origin of Afric^in slavery here, as far as legislative action is concerned, we have 
a common comp'aint against the niother country, before bur revolution. As far as individual conduct 
ia concerned, the only difiereiice between ourselves and the North is, that their ancestors brought slavfts 
to ours, and ours purchased them' bf iiieirs. Here' tliey are— three millions of them. They cannot be 
removed J they cannot be emancipated. Here they must be; here they must continue as slaves. 
Whether it is desirable in itself that they should continue or not as slaves, ia a matter of no importance 
to determine, because it ia iniposaible that the two races can co-exi6t under any other relations than 
those v/hich now subsist.between them . It is no crime against humanity to maintain these relations ; 
"fo'r;I defy the wit of any man to pomt but any change in the general relation of the slave population in 
the South by which tUeir.cbridition would not be rendered vastly wot3e,'thetr happiness diminished, 
their hardships increased,' theif food and clothing lessened, and their coiidition made in every respect in- 
tqtecablc. . We must, then, be permitted to do the best we can. If there be wrong in the slaves being 
amoiig us, it is a wrong for whicH we are no more responsible than out northern brethren. We wiU 
not go back Sig'ain to cast reproach upon the ancestors of eithef ; but in the actoalforinging of the Afri- 
©aii tace hero, io.the planting of them u^bn our soil in a state of bondage, theirs were just as much iti- 
\rolved in the ofFecce, if offence it was, as ours. 

Well, then, Mr: President, the question arises— for it ia to this particttlar purpose that I make these 
tenaiarks— what is it that we have a right to aak of our northern and northwestern frienda and fellow- 
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.citizens, in reference to the subject of slavery? Being an existing institution, being such a one as I 
j)ave describeii it — it being absolutely necessary and inevitable, so far aa any human fcgitlaiion can be 
brought CO bear, or any human foresight is able to discover, that it must continue — u'hat have we a 
right to ask from our northern friends ? . . ^, 

In the fir£,i place, we have a right to ask an effectual bill for the recapture of fugitive ,. "slaves. That 
must lie at the foundation of any pacification of feeling between the North and the South. Witiiout 
it, e\'ery attempt to settle the agitating question will be aa insecure and tottering as a house built with- 
jQut a suitable foundation. This is a claim of right ; this is a demand founded upon the Constitution ; 
this is not a matter of question or debate. If there Is any tiling in. the Constitution free from isoubt, 
,difficuliy, ordi;.pute, it is that that instrument gives us a right to have our fugitives eurrendertd to us. 
If the Constitution gives that right, it gives us, as a necessary consequence of it, a right to demand an 
effectual bill to carry out the designs of the Constitution promptly, and, as fur as human means will 
•avail, certainly. 

Now, IVIr. President, I desire to say something upon the subject of this bill—what it should be, 
-A'hat is the remed / %vhich we have a right to ask, find which the Constitution guaranties to us. 

In the first place", I remark that the framers of the Con&:itution designed to carry out this principle 
— upon which this part, of the Constitution was founded — that, although tiie Slates existed under sep- 
arate organizations, they should still be considered as one to this purpose; that each should repose ea- 
• tire and absolute confideiice in the integrity and capacity of the judicial tribunalsnnd legislation of every 
other State to administer justice in regard to a!! its citizens and subjects ; and, therefore, that, both Vvith 
regard to fugitives from service njid fugitive; from justice, there should be an imperative obligation to 
restore the respective fugitives to the jurisdiction from wiiich they. escaped, and make them amenable 
in every respect to the determination of that jarisdiclioii; that the two cases stand upon the same foun- 
^latlonwj and were intended to be governed by the same principles. 

The provision of the Constitution as to fugitives from justice is in these words: 

"A person charged in any State with trecsou, fulony, or other crime, who shall flee from justice, and be . found 
in anotlier State, shall, on demand of the Ezecuilvc authority of the State from which, he fled, be delivered tip, to he 
removed to the State having jurisdiction of the crime." 

"Who shall flee from justice." But an innocent man fleeing from prosecution commenced on false 
ground, maliciously prosecuted, or to be tried by an arbitrary tribunal, is not, in a strict and proper 
sense, fleeing from justice; yet, within the meaning of the Constitution, he flees from jiistice who, 
being charged with treason, felony, or other crime in a State of the Union having jurisdiction of the 
subject, leaves the State to avoid a trial. The meaning of the Constitution, v/as, that that jurisdiction 
shall be taken to have the capacity and integrity to determine justly; and therefore when he flees from 
it, whether in fact guilty or innocent, he is to be treated as a. fugitive from justice. 

As to fugitives from service, the Constitution provides thus: 

"No person held to service er labor ia one Slate, under the laws thereof, escaping into anoilitr, sh^JI, in conse- 
quence of any law or regulation therein, be discharged from such ser?ice or labor, but shall be delivered up on claim 
of the part> to whom auch service or labor may be due." 

The two cases are in principle precisely similar. The fugitive from justice is to be delivered up to 
the Executive, who represents, in external transactions, the justice of the State; the fugitive tVom 
labor is to be delivered up on the claim of him to whom such labor may be due, and each is to be re- 
turned to that jurisdiction to which he is properly amenable; and the question whether one ie.gwiity, 
or the other is rightfully a slave, is not a question to be transferred to the jurisdiction in which the 
fugitive may be found. 

This, Mr. President, was the view of those who passed the act of 1793. In the first pl^ce, that act 
-of 1793 includes, under the same statute, provisions in rtapect to both of these cases. In the next 
place, it authorizes the delivering up of the fugitive from justice, upon the transmission of j evidence to 
laliow that he has been duly charged in the State from which he escaped, and to whose jusiico he 
ought to be amenable. And, in regard to a fjgitive from labor, it authorizes the master, his agent, or 
attorney, "to seize or arrest such fugitive," take him or.her before anyone of the officers tianied in 
the act, and upon satisfactory proof, either oral or by afiidavit, &c., the officer is to. give a jcertificate 
to the claimant, hie agent, or attorney, "wftich s/ioK ire su^ctenj warrant jbr removing the said fugitive 
from labor to the Stale or Territory from which he or she fled" — not, shall be sutiicicnt proof that the per- 
son delivered Up is a slave or owes the labor to the claimant— not, shall settle, or determine, or adjudi- 
•catc the question. No; that question is open, to be settled by the jurisdiction of the State from which 
he escapes. To that he is to be returned. There, if he is wrongfully detained in slavery, he roust 
make his appeal to the proper tribunals. According to the provisions of the Constitution of the 
United States, as recogmsed in this statute, it is to their justice and their impartiality the whole must 
be confided. And, Mr. President, it was allimportant that such a provision should" be made. We 
know well that foreign States are not indhe habit of surrendering fugitives frotn justice or from labor. 
•Each State seems ir- nave considered itself benefited, as its neighbor was injured, by its receiving, 
/countenancing, and entertaining fugitives from justice; and when a slave escaped, as , "the law which 
(secognised slavery was steicily territorial in its operation, of course ibe State or Government lo v/hjch 
he escaped denied the right to reclaim the fugitive. It was, therefore, indispensable to -the formation 
of our Constitutional Union that there should be introduced a provision by which the ordinary prac- 
iticeand doisirine of States in regard to both of these cases should be reversed — a provision by which 
the domestic questioni should be left to the domestic tribunal — should not be transferred ,to, another 
jurisdiction, by the escape of the iniiividuai, but should in every case bi? submitted to the proper , do- 
"mesticjurisdiction, by returning the fugitive; whetlier the claim upon him should be for justice or for 
■service." ... , • ,. 
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It \v«s said by the lionorable Senator from New York, (Mr. SEWAno,) that this was; a compact in- 
tlic Constitution to be executed only by the States. Now, whether it was a compact to be executed 
by the States or not, is a question not distinctly open for our consideration at this day. 

In tlie first place, I do not agree in the opinions which I have heard expressed by the most eminent 
gentlemen, that.the Supreme Court of the United States has committed an error in supposing' the 
jurisdiction wn? in Congress. Certainly those who passed the act of 1793 thought that tiiey had 
jurisdiction oyer it; and the Supreme Court of the United States have determined that Congress has 
jurisdiction over it. • It is, therefore, no more a compact between the States than any other portion of 
the Constitution is a compact. The Constitution forms n government. The legislative power of that 
government rests here, and it is for Congress to give effect to every provision of the Constitution 
requiring legislative acticn. 

Again, the Senator from New York said that the slave States induced legislation by Congress — 
referring to the act of 1793.. Now, iMr. President, I did riot exactly like that phrase: that the slave 
States, or the representatives from States owning slaves, had, in some way or other, prevailed upon 
Congress to transcend iU) power, with some view or other. Why, sir, there is no authority upon 
eartlt for saying so. The act of 1793 was approved upon the 12th of February in that year. It was 
durhig the second Congress held under the Constitution. It was just at the close of the Congress 
held under the rule of representation fixed in the Constitution itself, and before tlie new modelling of 
the representation under the then first taken census, when this body, ii'I recollect aright, consisted of 
sixty-three members. Now, I have taken the pains to look a little into this mattei-, and I find that 
this bill passed in the Senate of the United States apparently without contest. A division was not 
made; the yeas and nays were not taken; and there appears to have been a general and universal ac- 
quieaceiice in the propriety of the measure. I find that among the members of the Senate at that time 
were the following gentlemen, who had been members of the convention that framed the Constitution 
of the United States; John Langdon, of New Hampshire; Roger Sherman of Connecticut; Rufus 
King, of New York; Robert Morris, of Pennsylvania; George Bead and Richard Basset, of Delaware; 
Pierce Butler, of South Carolina; and William Few, of Georgia — certainly I may be permitted to say 
a collection of highly respectable names — names of eminence before the country. In tlie Hou^e of 
Representatives the bill was passed upon the yeas and nays, and the vote stood, ^8 yee4 and 7 nays. 
Of those voting, who were members of the convention who framed the Constitution, were: Nicholas 
Gilman, of New Hampshire; Jonathan Dayt jn, of New Jersey; Thomas Pitzsimmor.s, of Pennsyl- 
vania; Hugh Williamson, of North Carolina; and Abraham Baldwin, of Georgia. Am' it is remark- 
able tliat every individual' who had been a member of the convention that frajned the Constitution, 
and was a member of the House of Representatives at that time, who voted at all, vote'l for the bill, 
and not a single one of them is to be found among the small number of seven who voted against the 
bill. Those seven were: Messrs. Livermore, of New Hampshire; Thatclier, of Massachusetts; 
Sturges, of Connecticut; Niles, of Vermont; Treadwell, of New York; Mercer, of Maryland; and 
Parker, of Virginia. 

Thus, sir, we have this act passed at this early period, the passage of which was participated in by 
this considerable number of gentlemen who had been members of the Convention, every one concur- 
ring in its passage in the Senate, without a division, and with a very small minority of opponents in 
the House of Representatives. Now, if any thing can fix the meaning of this Constitutional provi- 
sion, it is certainly fixed by this bill. Upon the face of the Constitution, this act of surrendering fugi- 
tives from labor is associated with the delivering up of fugitives from justice, provided for in the same 
general terms — the difference in the phraseology to b? entirely accounted for from the minute differ- 
ence in the subject matter; acted upon as such -,n 1793 by both Houses of Congres,-?, sind that act 
never repealed, nor complained of except as, from subsequent events, it has become inefficient to ac- 
complish the end proposed. 

But, Mi: President, we have carried this matter of delivering up fugitives still further. We 
have made extradition' treaties with foreign Powers; we made one with England in 1842 — the cele- 
"braxed Ashburton treaty, containing an extradition article; and one with France in 1843, and with 
divers Powers since. Now, what do thege treaties provide with regard to foreign States.' That we 
shall deliver up fugitives from such countries, upon such evidence of their guilt being produced as, if 
the offence had been committed here, would justify their commitment for trial; andiin 1848 we passtd 
an act of Congress for (he purpose of carrying into effect these extradition treaties; and by the second 
section of that act it is provided that, upon any investigation had under tlie act, sworn copies df affi- 
davits taken abroad may be used as evidence. " 

And who is the officer, under these extradition treaties, to whom this jurisdiction is submitted? A 
commissioner-, appointed by the circuit court of the United States. Now, all that we ask is, that 
there shall be such a bill providing for the surrender to us of fugitive slaves, upon the making out of 
such a case — a p ima /acie case— a case in whidi such evidence shall be produced before the commis- 
sioner, as, if it were a prosecution, he would fully commit the party for trial; such, evidence -as will 
shew the fugitive to he prima facie subject to the authority of the person who claims hitn, belonging to 
him, and owing him service or labor. Now,isir, are we not entitled to so much as this? Is it not an 
indignity to offer us less? Upon what principle should less be offer *:'d to us? Are wo to be told that 
bur judicatures aire not to be trusted? that we will not administer justice? tliat we are in the habit of 
suffering persons who are free to be converted into slaves? that freemen may be kidnapped, introduced 
among us, held among us as slaves, and refused repress by our courts and our laws? That is the 
ground. It is direct, wanton, inexcusable insult upon the character and the judicature of every 
Southern State. Upon what possible pretence can a 'discrimination be made? -Great Britain .or 
France sends here and demands that a certain person found among us shall be delivered up, to be 
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U-icd for murder, ov for an assault with intent to commit a murder. We do not pretend to require 
/ii/i})) oo/ of guilt. We agree tliat, upon sucli evidence being- produced as would justify and require 
commitment for trial here, the party demanded shall bo delivered up to the foreign jurisdiction. Will 
you require more loefore you restore fugitives from labor to the jurisdiction of one of the States of the 
Union from which they have escaped? 

Mr. President, such discrimination is in itself too insulting to be borne. The bill we want is not 
auch a bill as the amendment to the one upon your table, proposed by the honorable Senator from New 
York, (filr. Seward.) What is his bill, sir? Why, it has provisions for a jury trial. It has provi- 
sions for continuance, witli its arrangements for bail bonds — bonds for prosecution and appeals. 
It is upon its face an invitation, an encouragement to accumulation of expense and procrastination of 
trial. How must it be considered by us? Is it not a plain " keeping of the word of promise to the 
ear and breaking it to the hope?" Is it any thing less or more upon its face than the confession of a 
duty, accompanied by a plan carefully and studiously arranged to prevent the duty from being per- 
formed? Is It not worse than an open denial? That v/ould at least be manly; butby this bill you say, 
I acknowledge I am under this constitutional obligation, but I vill provide for its discharge by such 
means as will reader that discharge impossible or worthless. To refuse ^.s any remedy will be merely 
an injury; this k to complicate tlie injury with insult. It is to suppose that we are weak enough to 
iraagme that such a measure can be sincerely designed to secure to ua our property, it is to suppose 
us so stupid as not to be able to see through the most shallow artiflce or detect the most clumsy device 
for concealment. Now, whetlier it is so aesigned or not, that is the way in which it must be regarded 
by the Southern people of this country , esjpecially when they recollect that in 1793 your ancestors, the 

treat men of the country, who aided in forming this very Constitution, recognised the right of the 
outh, the right of slaveholders at the South, to have their slaves delivered up on a summary in- 
vestigation by an examining court, placing their right upon the same footing with the right of a Stat: 
demanding one who is amenable to her jusi'ce. I have no hesitation in saymg that, for one, sir, I am 
against any such measure as that proposed b^ Senator from New York. And if it were possible 
that this miserable expedient to hold out the show of relief, while Al effectual relief is refused, could 
be incorporated into the bill before the Senate, I must unquestionably vote against its paBsage and re- 
sist it in every shape. However our understandings may compare with those of our Northern friends, 
let me assure them that we ore neither stupid nor foolish, but know very well that a protracted litigation 
>n Nev.' England, New York, or the Northwest country, to be extended from one to three years, in 
auch an investigation, and the result to depend upon a unanimous verdict in favor of tlie claim of the 
master, holds out an illusion to our hopes so thin and transpaient that none but fools or madmen can 
tolf e it for a reality. All we ask, Mr. President, upon this subject, is the same regard for the rights of 
slaveholders that was given in 1793 — the same respect for an allowance of the impartiality of our 
laws, and their true and faithful administration, which are now extended every day to foreign Powers 
with whom we have made extradition treaties. It is, sir, that we shall have extended to the om class 
ofcasesthesame summary, prompt,and effectual remedy which the Constitution intended, and which the 
act of 1793 extends; to the other class; that those who are held to labor among us and escape shall be 
sent back again in precisely the same summary manner as those who are charged with offences among 
us and escape; and that our jurdisdiction shall finally determine whether the charge be a true one in 
the one case, and the claim of service will be well founded in the otlier. I have taken more time upon 
this mattei-, Mr. President, than under other circumstances I should be warranted in taking, because I 
feel that it is right that our Northern friends should understand this matter to be of the very highest im- 
portance. If this cannot be conceded to us, then, as to restoring feelings of confidence, as to making us 
understand or believe, in the Southern country of the United States, that our Northern friends and 
fellow-citizens are generally disposed to do us justice, I do not hope or expect it from any other mea- 
sure. This is fundamental; this a plain right; here is an evident constitutional duty. He who 
openly refuses to discharge it, declares that he regards neitlier the Constitution nor good faith. He who 
undertakes to discharge it but in such a manner as to evade a faithful execution of the duty, does 
worse; for he trifles with both Constitution and good faith, under pretence of respecting and obeying 
them. 

Now, Mr. President, I have submitted these views to gentlemen, and those only, vfho hold thcm'> 
selves bound by constitutional obligations. If the sentiments uttered upon, this subject by the honor- 
able Senator from New York (Mr. Seward) the other day are the sentiments of this body, I should 
not, and if I believed them to be the sentimcnr^ of this body, I certainly would not, have spent my time 
in submitting any remarks to the Senate. And if the sentiments helms avowed here are theseni'i- 
nients of the Northern people generally — if he speaks even the opinions and feelings of the great mass 
of his constituents in New York— I say it is invamto expect that mutual attachment and concord 
can be restored between the diflerent portions of this country. What does the Senator say? 

" We deem the principle of the law for the recapture of fugitivo elaves unjust, uoconslitutional, and Immoral; and 
ttiuB, while patriotism mthliolds its approbation, tlie consciences of our people condemn It. Yon will tsay that these 
convictions of ours are disloyal. Grant it for the sake of argument. They are nevertlielesa honest; and the law la to 
be executed among ui, not among you; not by us, but by the federal authority. Haa any Government ever succeeded 
in changing the moral convictions of its subjects by force? But these convictions imply bo disloyalty. We reverence 
the Constiluilon, although we perceive this defect; just as we acknowledge the splendor and the power of the sun, al- 
though its surface b tarnished with here and there an opaque spot. 

«• '(Ve cannot, in our judgment, be either true Christians or reel freemen, if we impose on another a chain that we 
dety all human power to fasten on ourselves. You believe and think otherwise, and duubtleEsly with equal sincerity. We 
judge you not, and He aloae who ordained the conscience of man and its laws of action can judge us. Do we, then, 
in this cenflict, demand of you nn unreasonable thing in asking that, since you will have property that can and will ex ■ 
ercise human powers to effect its escape, you shall be your own police, and in acting among us as such you shall 
conform to prineiples indispensable to the security of admitted rigiits of freemen: If you will have this law execu- 
ted, you must alleviate, not increase its rigors. 
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"TJie C'oijsiituiiori regulates our stewardship; tbo Constiiuiion dovotea ilic domain tounion, to jiisiico, to defence, 
to welfare, oud to liberty. 

"But thereisaI)i;,'lior law thanibo Uonstitiuion, wliicli regulates oif.r auLhnrlty over the domain, and devotes it totlio 
Eame noble }>urposeg." 

Now, sir, here is a distiiicl, announcement, impossible to be misunderstood, that, though the. pei"- 
sons for v/hom the Senator speaks reverence the Constitution, yet they consider a law for the sur. 
render of fugitive slaves passed in pursuance of the Constitution, as a violation of the Constitution, and 
as immoral ! Here is a aistinct announcement that they consider it as a discharge of the high duties 
of hospitality, when they receive our fugitive slaves, entertain them, and withhold them from us. Herft 
is an open and direct encouragement on the oart of the Senator from New York, (Mr. SEWAaD,^ 
for slaves to escape to the freemen of the North, and for Northern freemen to aid them in escaping. 
He assumes, tlien, that all will be received with open arms, and that the freemen of the North will be 
considered as having therein discharged the liigh duty of hospitality. Now, sir, if that is the case, 
how perfectly idle it is for gentlemen to talk about respecting the Constitution! He who obeji-s the 
Constitution only in what he thinks right, does not obey the Constitution at all — he but follows hfs 
own inclination; and he who, having taken nn oath to support the Constitution, refuses to obey it 
because be thinks there is some " lav/ above the Constitution" which forbids slavery, places himself 
in the same position — taking for his guide his ov/n individual judgment and opinion, afiove and against 
the Constitution, v/hich he can rightfully do only after surrendering the office he holds, and which 
he holds on the condition which that oath implies and intends to enforce. Here, sir, is a key to open 
the mind of the public to the honorable Senator's bill. His purpose is to extend ho.spitality to 
fugitive slaves. He annoupces it to be immorality to surrender them; and he then comes here and 
presents an amendment to the bill for the delivery up of fugitive slaves, which, of course, must be 
intended to carry out the views which he has announced upon this subject. Such a position is inde- 
fensible: it is immoral. Talk about morality ! Immoral for a man to hold a slave ! Immoral for a 
mm to do what the associates of Paul, and "James, and John did! Immoral for a man to do what 
the wisest and best men that ever lived upon the earth have done; and not immoral to open your arms', 
contrary to the express stipulations of the Constitution, to the fugitive slaves of your neiglibor; to re- 
ceive them, protect them, and throw around them such contrivances for making their escape effectual 
as no ingenuity shall be able to disentangle, and at the same time to taunt him with the declaration, "you 
are made your own police ofiicer !" I have said, Mr. President, if these are the sentiments and feel- 
ings of the people of the North, generally— if the Senator from New York (Mr. Seward) knows arid 
truly expresses their opinions and purposes, it is impossible harmony can be restored and the 
Union preserved. For one, sir, though by no means extreme upon this subject — quite the contrary-^ 
I have no hesitation in declaring, if this is the general sense and belief ; if this is the code of- morals ; 
if this is the feeling of integrity which influences our Northern fellow citizens, directly or indirectly, 
to set aside constitutional obligations, and deprive us of the property which we hold ; if this is the piir- 
pose that is to be carried out, it is scarcely desirable that we should remain in the Union. For what 
does that state of things imply? It implies this : that the States are associated together under a com- 
mon Constitution, binding them to discharge towards each other certain duties, according to the terms 
of the Constitution ; and yet you tjay to us, '« We intend to discharge just the amount of duty to- 
wards you that we please — for we reserve to ourselves the right of deciding when any thing required 
of us is opposed by moral obligations, and, having so decided, to refuse Us performance — while we 
h Did you to the discharge of every obligation imposed by the letter and spirit of the Constitution." 
How' could our connexion be long main tained under this state of things, with no public faith, no sense 
of private obligation on the one side to itiduce, and no power on the other to compel, the performance 
of constitutional duties? We should be left in a condition not only distracting, but dangerous to our 
present rights, whilst political immorality and bad faitli would render our future insecure and wo rth- 
fess. Nothing, under such circumstances, could keep us together but a deep sense of the greater evils 
of parting. We should remain united, if at all, not from inclination or duty, but from a stern neces- 
sity ; not'from the hope of good in our connexion, but from the dread of the consequences of separa- 
tion. But, Mr. President, f have not the smallest idea in the world that the Senator from New York 
(.\ir. Sn-.rARD) speaks the opinion of the Northern people generally, or the people of any one State in 
the Union. I believe they repudiate his sentiments ; they hold themselves morally and conscientious- 
ly bound by the stipulations of the Constitution, I believe they will stand ready to enforce any law 
which Congress may pass upon this subject, f do not agree with some gentlemen here who have 
said, " Pass what law we will, it will not be executed." I have a very different opinion — a totally 
different opinion. This law may fail of execution in some instances ; every law does. In the execu- 
tion of this law, bias, prejudice, force may perhaps occasionally prevent its rightful results ; but I 
believe that such a law passed by Congres3 vtnll bo as faithfully and generally executed in the New 
England States as any law upon o'lr statute bopk. 

I doubt not that men there will understand that, though they may entertain an opinion that a law is 
wrong, yet as citizens they have no right, when called to enforce it, to act upon their individual judg- 
ment of its merits — just as they would understand this: that if one were under sentence of death, 
their opinion that tKe law waa barbarous and the punishment greatly disproportionate to the offence 
would not justify their interference, forcibly or by fraud, to prevent the execution of the sentence, the 
responsibinty of enacting the lav/ bciiig not upon them, but upon those who made it. I believe there 
are many there — the great mass of the people, almost the total populution-r-quite able and willing to 
apply these obvious principles to the particular subject under our consideration — the recapture of fugi- 
tive slave. Yes, sir, I have the fullest confidence in the patriotism, the intelligence, the sense of jus- 
tice, and s^ern integrity of the great mass of the people at the North. They v/ill see that whether v/e 
have slaves or not is no concern of theirs ; that if to have slaves be an offence, it is no offence of theirs ; 
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that if slavery be an evil, they do not omlurc it. And if it were wrong in itself voltinlarilii to surrender 
a fugitive slave who had escaped from his master, yet as honest men'and good citizens, they will feeJ 
themselves bound to carry into eflect a law passed in pursuance of the Constitution of their country — 
a Constitution formed by common and mutual concessit,, and declaring that such fugitives shall 
surrendered. _ ' 

Why, sir, any other doctrine saps the foundation of society. The principles of the Penatpr from 
Nrw York render it impossible to count upon the execution of any law. The judge upon the bench 
may say, when called upon to pronounce judgment, that the act of the legislature, which it is his duty 
to enforce, transcends some moral obligation imposed on him by the law of God, He may say, I 
think the punishment immoral; I am of the opinion that no offence ought to be punished with death ; 
or, I think this offence ought not to be punished with death. What is he to do, according to the doc- 
trines put forth by the honorable Senator from New York, (Mr, Seward?) I conceive clearly what 
he ought to do ; either to pronounce sentence according to the law which he has bound himself by 
oath to execute, or to resign hia office. But, according to the views put forth by the honorable Sena- 
tor from New York, he migh; continue to hold the o'jice and appeal from tlie lav? of the land to the 
law of God, and yet claim to I e a loyal subject of ihe State and a faithful administrator of the laws 
of liis country, leaving the law unexecuted, while he holds his place and receives his salary. These 
principles destroy the foundations of all law and justics. They give us a fanatical and wild notion, 
that every man in civilized society has a right as a citizjn to raalfc his own judgment a rule of conduct 
paramount to and overruling the law of his country. 

Now, Mr. President, no gentleman who admits the obligation of the Constitution, who admits the 
obligation of this article of the Constitution in relation to fugitive slaves, can deny the implied irre- 
sistibly following obligation to carry it into execution, just exactly with the same fidelity, good faith, 
and promptitude as though it contemplated what, in his view, is the most desirable object in the world. 
That is the duty. He is to execute this great fundamental law faithfully. It is the law to him. He 
swears (o be a eood and obedient servant to that law, and he has no right to render a less effectual obe- 
dience because Tie disapproves the object of this particular part of the Constitution. 

Therefore I have submitted these observations to show that, according to the frame of the Constitu- 
tion, and according to the construction put upon it by those who aided in its formation — adopted with 
remarkable unanimity in both Houses of Congress—this is not a case for trial by jury, but a c&se for 
a preliminary investigation before a magistrate, under prompt summary examination, upon affidavit or 
oral testimony, as the case may be ; to be followed by delivering up the fugitive upon a prima facie 
case made to the satisfaction of the officer who has proper jurLsdiction of the question. 

In saying, sir, that tlie redelivery of. fugitiv e slaves is subject to the same rule as the surrender of 
fugitives from justicp, and was so treated by the Constitution, and by the frojners of the act of 1793, 
I did not, of course, intend to say that the cases were, in all respects, in all subordinate particulars, 
identical with each other, but that they depended upon the same general principles, and were liable, 
according to the view of the framers of the Constitution and of that act, to a similar mode of proceed- 
ing, and that a claim for the return of a fugitive of either class was not to be submitted to the decision 
of a Jury. Nor when I said that it was a case to be determined upon prima facie evidence, did I moan 
that It was to be decided upon slight suspicions or remote probability. I meant this : that it was not 
a case to be determined upon what is called technically full proof, ov that amount and stringency of 
evidence upon which a final judgment passes, concluding the whole matter of right ; and I mean, sir, 
to say, that to require such proof would be inconsistent with the whole of our Segal notions, and the 
practice of all our judicial tribunals. Juries are never empannelled to pass upon a question of right 
between parties, except when the determination of that right and the judgment following upon it are 
to be a decisive settlement of the question at issue. Nothing, in my judgment, could be more absurd — 
meaning by that term utterly inconsistent with all our legal notions And modes of proce{!>ire — than to 
say that a question should be determined by a jury in the State of New York or tire State of New 
Hampshire, and a judgment passed upon that determination, and immediately afterwards be made the 
subject Gf re-examination between the same parties in another jurisdiction, where what had been bo 
determined v/ould not be admitted, and ought not to be admitted, as even pnma facie evidence of the 
truth._ The. tribunal proposed by the. amended bill of the honorable Senator from Virginia (Mr. Ma- 
son) is fair, just, and adequate. It consists of commissioners appointed by the courts of justice, by 
judges separated from alt the ordinary influences which may pervert the judgments of men ; and be- 
cause selected by and amenable to such judges, the commissioners tliemselves will be removed from 
such influences. The judges themselves hold their offices by an independent tenure, and have a com- 
pensation beyond the reach of executive or legislative power. Judges living in the free States cannot be 
supposed to have any unfair bias against the claimants of freedom, and may safely be tru-sted with the 
selection of commissioners. These commissioners are not required to give judgment according to Uie 
mere facts, as sworn in an affidavit, nor are they bound by tlie form and appearance of any technical 
f . evidence. They are to hear and determine the question in a summary way, it is true, but still to hear 
and determine — not upon ex parte evidence, not accordi^ig to affidavits in a prescribed f )rm, but upon 
all the evidence submitted by both the parties. The evidence is to be directed to the three 'mportant 
facts in question : First, is the person claimed a fugitive.' Has he actually come from the State whose 
dtizen claims to h'ive him surrendered } In the next place, the question is to be eyamined and .deter- 
mined, does the person so claimed owe service or labor in the State from v/hich he has fled ? In tlie 
third place,,is that service or, labor which he owes due to him who makes the claim? Upon the estab- 
lishment of these lacts to the satisfaction of the commissioner, the surrender is to be made. The surren- 
der is. not made upon that degree of evidence on which one chaiged with crime may be arrested and 
bound over for trial. For that, purpose even prima facie evidence is not required, but reasonable 
ground of suspicion is enough. 
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Hereprimrs fach evidence seems properly to be called for, and uadcr the biil will be required. Bat 
full proof is not and ought not to be demanded. So far as f know, it is hover required, und, in my 
judgment, ought never to be required, except before a tribunal authorized to make a final deterniinatioa 
upon the question, ."..id settle it upon its merits between the parties forever. This proposed enactment 
is, tlierefore, a well-considered and well-guarded provision, preventing, as far- as hnmau foreaight can 
prevent it, all reasonable apprehension of injustice, fraud, or oppression. It is certainly free from the 
objection raised by tiie honorable Senator frorn New Hampshire, (Mr. Hale,) that, under its opere- 
iion, a resident person, a citizen of one of the Northern States, might be seized and transferred to the 
South as one held to service and labor there. If a resident or citizen, his residence or citizenship nius: 
be capable of easy proof before the commissioner who is to hear and consider all the eviderice, 

Thia bill is by no means so liable to misapplication to improper purposes as the conventions for the 
extradition of criminals between the United States and foreign countries. See, sir, how easilv — more 
easily, certainly, than this bill — these extradition treaties might be used for purposes for which they 
vrf-erc never designed. In the treaty betv/cen Great Britain and the United States, one of the offences 
for which a fugitive is to be delivered up is an assault with intent to murder. Now, we know that 
accordmg to the law of that country, as well as our own, an assault made upon a public officer while 
ill the discharee of iiis pubiic duties, if intended to produce death , or likely to produce death, is deemed 
an assault witu intent to murder. Suppose, then, that in the midst of the political excitements that 
are continually agitating the popular mind in Ireland — the people of Ireland seeking after what they 
demand as justice from the British Government, what Great Britain refuses to grant them, denying it 
to be justi ,3 — there should be committed an assault upon a public officer charged with the execution 
of the laws by an Irish malcontent, who should make his e-scape to this country; and suppose tiiat 
he is reclainted upon an affidavit, sworn in Ireland, charging him with the offence : under the treaty, 
and the law to carry it into execution, he must be surrendered. And, when carried back under this 
charge, \yhat hindera his being put upon trial tor a political offence, to which the treaty does not 
extend, and to which this Government never would have consented to extend it.' 

I consider, therefore, Mr. President, that the amendment which the honorable Senator from Virgi- 
nia (M-. Mason) proposes to introduce as a substitute for the bill reported by the Judiciary Commit- 
tee, is, in its general scope and provisions, free entirely from objection. If there are any amendments 
in matters of "detail which it may seem to require; they can easily be engrafted upon it. And permit 
Tuc, while I am upon that subject, to say, as I think I can say with confidence, not only for myself, 
hat for every Senator from the South, that if there be any portion of that bill liable to just or reason- 
able exception, likeiy to give opportunity for any successful fraud, to entrap any person lyho is novir 
free into a state of bondage, or to give encouragement or assistance to kidnappers, we will not only 
gladly support, but shall be prompt to propose every proper amendment. Neither we nor our con- 
stituents desire, aught but what justly belongs lo us. We wish a bili which will insure the return of 
our slaves, aHd not endanger the rights of freemen. And we look with horror upon every contrivance 
or attempt to bring to the condition of a slave any man who is now free. 

Yes, sir, and I can say, after a practice of more than thirty years at the bar in a slaveholding State, 
that I have never known an instance, that I have never heanl of at; instance, in which an action was 
fcrought by a black man against his supposed master, for the purpose of trying the question cf freedom 
or slavery, in which there was the slightest ground to suspect unfairness or bias jigainst the plaintiff; 
and I may say, on the contrary, that if there be any leaning in the minds of our jurors, it is in fr.vor 
of him who, upon probable grounds, sets up the claim of freedom. I speak with entite confidence of 
these matters, as they are in tny own State ; and I presume what is true of North Caralina is true of 
«very one of the slaveholding States. 

Several Sekatoks. Certainly, certainiy ; every where. 

Mr. Halg. The sympathies of the people are against the law. 

Mr. Badger. No. air ; they are in exact accordance v/ith the law. The hearts of our people are 
in favor of the right, and the laws secure it; and I wi.sh the hearts of all the people of the United States 
were in the same proper conditioti. 

Sir. I do not know what are the particular provisions in other States ; but in my own, so careful 
are our courts, and so careful have luey alwayj been, to prevent undue advantage being taken wher. 
this question of freedom is ratstd, that the first thing the courts require is, that the master shall enter 
into bond and security that he \, ill not remove the slave from the State, or beyond the jurisdiction of 
the court, until a final decision ihall be had, and in the mean time will allow him to attend to the trial 
of his cause, and treat him with humanity. 

This, then, Mr. Preaident, is a provision of law for the recovery of fugitive slaves -.vhich we think 
it is absolutely necessary should be adopted. It is one .sufficiently guarded to avoid injusiics to those 
who maybe falsely claimed as fugitives ; and it seems to me sufficient, if fairly and honestly carried 
into execution — as I doubt not it will be — to insure to those who are really owners of slaves that have 
escaped from the State in 'vhich they lived, a return of their property to them, and a devolution, if ; ■ 
there be any doubt in the case, of the ultimate questiorr of freedom upon the tribunal that has proper 
jurisdiction of the subject and rightful authority to settle the question. It is to return this question, 
not to a set of savages, not to a collection of heathens, not to a people v/ho are insensible to the claimB 
of humanity, or to the powerful though gentle influence of religion; but to a people as sensible to such 
claims, as ready to acknowledge them, as prompt to di.-'charge them, (I claim nothing more for them 
than for our friends and fellow-citizens who live in the Northern portion of the Union,) as any people 
CQ earth. Porali this which we ask, we have the guaranty of the Constitution. We rest notour 
claim upon the generosity or magnanimity merely of our Northern brethren — though I feel that we 
saight safely i-ely upon these — but we rest it upon strict right; we demand it, tuid appeal to their 
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sense oi justice, pledged to us in tlie fundamentai law of die land. It seems to me that, upon every 
view of the subject, this measure should meet with the decided approbation of all friends of the Con- 
stitution, that there should be no attempt to clog the provision v/ilh such arrangements for delay and 
expense as must, in the ordinary course of things, render the measure utterly inefficient: useless to 
us for any praciictd purpose, and calculated only to irritate and infiame the sore and excited feslingsi 
■of the South by a false shov,* of granting what is in fact dci'iied. 

Mr. President, with regard to t!ie Wilmot proviso, I will endeavor to reduce what I have to say 
within a narrow compass. 

In the first place, I will remark that my own view with regard to the proper manner tf arranging 
this difficulty ia, and has all along been, that we should adopt and carry to the Pacific ocean the Mis- 
souri compromise line. I have thought that it in itself was ajusl and reasonable settlement, commended 
to us, besides, because it is an old measure — a measure heretofore adopted w'th practical results of 
peace and quiet to the country, and having therefore as much of that kind of reverence which belongs 
to old things as can well be found in a nation of so recent origin as ours. 

I have preferred it also upon another ground. I believe that our country is too large. I was utterly 
-opposed to the extension of our domains which resulted from the treaty with Mexico ; I did my best 
io get that treaty so amended as to exclude all acquisition of territory ; I voted against its ratification, 
because of the acquii-iiion, and for no other reason. And, Mr. President, believing that our country 
is too large, believing that our danger lies in an indefinite extension of our limits, a premature expan- 
sion of our population, a weakening of all the central pans without adding real strength to the circum- 
ference, I should delight in seeing that Missouri compromise line applied, because I believe it would 
close the account of acquisition of territory on the part of our Government forever. If the character of 
territory, which might us acquired north or south of any given line, were fixed so as to fall in with 
the views or interest of cither the one or the other portion of the Union, a constitutional majority, in 
my judgment, could never be procured in this body lor the acquisition of any territory, north, south, 
east, or west. And, sir, I mention this because i "intended to state frankly ray own views. I do not 
suppose it within the reach of possibility that any such measure can be adopted. I have no ultimatum 
to propose upon this subject. I go for the adjustment of this question, and for moderating and letting 
dovm the excitement upon each and every topic connected with it, so that, if possible, moderate men, 
those who are not extreme, those who do not insist upon pressing their own notions in their ultimate 
extent to actual adoption, may meet together upon a* common ground. Now, it seems to me that, 
after what has been said upon this subject by so many able and distinguished gentlemen upon this 
floor, and particularly after the observations made the other day by the honorable Senator from Mas- 
flachusetts, (Mr. Webster,) we ought to be able to unite upon a proposition to drop the Wilm.ot 
proviso altogether. The honorable Senator from Michigan (Mr. Casb) is clearly in favor of having 
no proviso; but he meets the proviso upon the ground of want of constitutionai power to apply it ; 
and as others, who may desire to see it applied, do not enter into and adopt his particular view upon 
the subject, of course the opinion and judgment which he gives do not have upon this question the 
weight to which his high and eminent character so justly entitles him. But from the Senator from 
Massachusetts wc have a reason for dropping this odious proviso v/hich may be received and acted 
on by every man, whatever his views of the question of power may be, without violating, in the 
slightest degree, the notions of legal right, or appearing to surrender constitutional authority. Now, 
Bir, I am one of those who believe in the constitutional power. I have had occasion to say, and have 
endeavored, so far as I was able, to prove it on the floor of the Senate ; I have said it at honiC ; I have 
said it every where; I have said it at large mass meetings; and I choose to say it again, because I 
have no concealment upon this subject, and believe that what I aim at can be best accoinpiished by a 
frank avowal of the trutii, so far as I understand it — I have said, and I say again, that Congress has 
the constitutional power to apply the Wilmot proviso to this Territory, and to all the Territories 
that belong to the United States ; I believe that Congress has entire power and jurisdiction over the 
Territories ; that we are the supreme lawgiver over them; may dispose of their institutions as we 
think right, and let in and shut out just whom and just what we please. But, Mr. President, when 
the pov/cr to adopt a measure is admitted, permit me to say tha^ very little is done towards ascertain- 
ing that it is proper that the power should be exercised. An abuse even of an admitted power is not 
only just ground of complaint, but, under circumstances, it may be just as fair and reasonable a ground 
of resistatice as if the power exercised were usurped. If our Government were a simple despotism ; 
if all the powers of all its branches were centered in tlie hands of one single ruler, it could not be said 
on any occasion that he usurped power ; but if he abused the powers thus confided to him to purposes 
of oppression and injustice; if his administration rendered property insecure and life intolerable, be- 
yond all doubt there %vould be the isame right of resistance as if the power thus unjustly and oppres- 
sively used had been usurped, instead of having been conferred. The one is a case of unjust seizure 
of power; the other is a case of wanton disregard and violation of the confidence upon which the 
power was given. One is violence; tlie other is fraud. One is open rapine ; the other is breach of 
trust. 

Now, sir, it has been said, and well said, truly and philosophically said, that "the a.$sertion of ex- 
treme right is always odious." In political matters such an assertion of extreme right, such a resolu- 
tion to do whatever we tnay lawfullj; do, to the utmost extent of our power lawfully to do it, always 
ends in despotism. It is a principle ia the private business transactiotis of life that inevitably termi- 
nates in dishonesty. He who sets out in the trv^nsactions of life v/ith the fixed, inflexible reso- 
lution always to obtain, to the utmost, every thing that is due to him, v/ill ultimately prove that 
the maxim is entirely inconsistent with integrity, and will end by seizing thingfj that belong to an- 
other. No power in any Government, and especially in ti Government like ours, should be exercised, 
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the existence of which power is denied by mni)y, and the propriety of exercising it in a given case is 
elouhteA by sdll more, unless under tlie influence of strong reasons, and for the accomplisliment of 
justifiable and important ends. If tl'.is proposition be true, I uslc upon what footing gentleman can 
propose to apply the Wilmot proviso to the Territories to which we hope to give a form of territorial 
irovernmentr What is the importunt end which is to be attained ns a consequence of it? Genfle«iien 
ieli us on nil hands that in point of fact slavery cannot be established in these Territories. Many 
gentlemen tell us that, in point of law, slavery now stands excluded from those Territories. Well 
now, sir, I have said, and I sr;y it a^.ain, — for I do not conceal any views I may entertain upon this 
."subject — that I belong to thr.t class of public men who cnierLain the opinion, and I have a very sstrong 
conviction of its conectnc'--s, that tlie civil or municipal laws which prevailed in these ceded Territo- 
ries at the time they pasf ed into our hands, whether such laws relate to the existence or the non-exis- 
tence of slavery or any thing else, contii ue in force; that they are. not repealed by any silent and ne- 
cessary operation of Jie Constitution, and that they continue until the conqueror, until the United 
States, acting tlirourji the legislative department of the Government, shall think proper either to repeal 
or modify tlios.. hvis, or to commit to some subordinate legislative authority the power of doing it. But 
there are many gc-ntlemen, perhaps the majority of Southern statesmen, who entertain a aiifcrent 
opinion from tl'at which I have expressed upon this constitutional question. They think that these 
laws are superseded by Xhe silent operation of the C -institution, or, nt any rate, if nothing is done by 
Congress to put them in force, they fail as being a part of those political regulation.g in the conquered 
countries inconsistent with the general scheme of our fundamental Jaw. 

Now, sir, in this state of divided opinion as to the legal right to consider slaveiy a subsisting insti- 
tution., recognised and protected by law, by the Constitution, in these acquired Territories — in the 
generally conceded opinion that there is no likelihood, in point of fact, that slavery will ever reach 
these Territories, what motive can be assigned, what reason which addresses itgelf to the mind of die 
.statesman can be urged, why this proviso should be adopted It is not a provision which is to accom- 
plish any object — which is to exclude by Us force from the Territory what would otherwise be found 
there. Thctrc is, therefore, no end to be accomplished for which it is necessary; there is no result to 
be produced by itt'aat v/ill not come v/ithoiit it. There can, therefore, be no strong or justifiable rea- 
son for applying it to these Territories. And then, if I am correct in the general view which I Jiave 
undertaken to lay down as to the proper qualification upon the exercise of disputed powers, or even ad- 
miffed powers, in a mode exceedingly distasteful to a large portion of the country, it would seem to follow 
clearly, that thi.'; Wilmot proviso ought not to be passed. Why, sir, must it not be un'^rrstood-^and can- 
notgentlemen . see thatit cannot beotherwise than understood— by theSouthernpeoph theUnitefi States 
as an exercise of a pnwerfor the mere purpose of manifestingsupcriority — asn wanton uoingof that which 
is offensive and at the same time useless — as involving in itself a species of insultand indignity to those 
whoso wishes upon this subject are outraged, and outraged causelessly.' For one, I think it would be 
less ofTensive to Southern people, if it were an admitted fact that, according to the law of Mexico, 
African slavery existed in these Territories, and the Wilmot proviso should then be adopted. That 
would be doing us what we .should deem a wrong; but for it some reason might be assigned, and there 
•would be an object accomplished by it. You might say, "We deem it of high importance that slavery 
should not exist in these Territories ; but it exist.s there now, and, without a prohibition, will contin- 
ue to exist; and, hov/ever disposed we may be to gratify your feeelinga in ibis matter, we cannot sac- 
rifice what we deem an imporlant and overruling consideration to accomplish that purpose." But now 
the adoption of the proviso stands without reason and without excuse. It is a mere assertion of su- 
periority : it seems to involve in it something of taunt, of insult. It conveys to Southern people 
aji impression of unwillingness to gratify their wishes, or save their feelings even, when, by so doing, 
nothing is lost to the fnajority and no advantage is gained by us. It is idle for gentlemen to say "we 
mean it not as an insult. The proviso i.s unnecessary, if there is no reasonable ground for supposing 
that any thing will be accomplished by it that will not be accomplished without it; and, since you 
know how we must regard it, patriotism, statesmanship, the recognised obligations of good neighbor- 
iiood, require you to forbear. 

Now, Mr. President, supposing this proviso to be adopted, the question naturally presents itself, 
how would it be received by tlie pedple of the Southern States.' Of the Southern Stales generally I 
undertake not to speak. Of their Gcntimcnts and opinions I know nothing, except as I gather them 
from what is said by representatives here, and see them shadowed forth in the resolves of ih. -r legis- 
latures and of their primary meetings. But this much is certain: if we may judge from these indi- 
cations, the application of the proviso to these Territories will be considered as a wanton violation of 
the feelings of the South, an insulting exercise of power; and, however it may or may not be resisted 
by outv/ard action, it will be deeply resented in tlie inmost feelings of a large portion of the people of 
the South whose reprssentatives- have spoken upon the subject here. 

Nor, Mr. Preside.. , must I. forget that, in considering the effect which this proviso is likely to have 
upon the condition of the Southern mind, we must look to what has been said by NorrbTn gentlemen 
in connexion with this subject. Permit me to call the attention of the Senate to a vtry rief extract 
from a speech delivered in the other end of the Capitol: 

In coiiciusion, I have only to add, that such is my solemn .mil abjding conviction of l!ic cliaracter of slavery, that, 
tinker a Ml seme of my responsibiiiiy to itiy country and my God. 1 deliberately eay, better difuniiin, lielter a civil or a 
ccfvile war, better any thing Uiat God in liis providence sliall send, than an c.^teiieion of tlie bounds crslavcrj'." 

Several Sen-itokp. Whose speech is that.' 
Senator. Mr. Mann's. 

Mr. Badoer. We have heard much, Mr. President, of the violence of Southern declamation. I 
have njost carefully avoided reading the speeches of Southern gentlemen who were supposed to be lia- 
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ble f,o lliat th.arge. I happened, however, in the early part of this session, and before the other housa 
wwc. organizct] , to be in that body when there were some bursts of feeling and denunciation from South- 
ern gciitloiaen , which I heard with pain, mortification, almost with anguish of mind. But, sir, thece 
vcre bursita of feeling; these were passionate and excited declarations; these had everything to plead 
for them a;; hcm^ spontaneous and fiery ebullitions of men burning at the moment under a sense of 
wrong. Ainl where, among theee, will you find any thing equal to the cool, calm, deliberate ruinounce- 
meu of Uic \iliilosophic mind that delivered in the other House the passage which I have read; "Better 
disunion; bf. i Ler a civil or a sei-vile war; better any thing that God in his providence shall send, than 
an extenGion of the bounds of slavery.'' 

In other words, it is the deliberate, settled, fixed opinion of the honorable gentleman v;ho made that 
speech, tlifii, rather than the extension of the bounds of sbvery one fool — yes, sir, there is no qualifica- 
tion, one/oif — he would prefer a disunion of these States; he would prefer all the horrors of civil 
war; all the nionstrous, untold, and almost inconceivable atrociii'-s of a servile war; he would pile the 
earth with liead; he v/ould light up heaven with midnight conflagrations; all this, yea, and more — all 
the vi;i!:3 cf wrath which God in his providence might sec fit to pour down on us he would suffer, 
rather than permit, not one man who is noviT free to be made a slave — that would be extravagant 
enough — but rather than permit one man who now stands upon the soil of North Carolina a slave, to 
stand a slave upon the soil of Nev/ Mexico ! 

Yes, sir, here is a sacrifice of life and happiness, and of all that is dear to the black and while races 
together, to a mere idealism — a sacrifice proposed by a gentleman who claims to be a philosopher, and 
to speak the language of calm deliberation — a sacrifice ofour glorious Union proposed by a patriot— 
not rather than frceiiien should be made slaves — not rather than the condition of even one human being 
shoi'''l be made worse than it novr is — but rather than one man shall remove from one spot of the earth 
to another witiiout an improvement of his condition, without passing from slavery to freedom. Sir, 
after that announcement thus made, which I beg to say, sir, I did not seek — for the speech 1 have 
never read; the extract I found in one of the newspapers of the day — after that announcement, talk 
not of Southern violence, talk not. of Southern egotism, talk not of our disposition to sacrifice to our 
peculiar notions and our peculiar relations the peace and happiness, the growing prosperity, and the 
mutual concord of this great Union. Now, sir, if that announcement goes nbroaa into the Southern 
county, attended by this v/anton application of the Wilaiot proviso, an irritating commentary upon 
that patriotic announcement, what can be expected ? What but the deepest emotions of indignation in 
the bosoms of those born and brought up where slavery exists, and taking totally different views of 
the institution from those which are taken by the honorable gentleman who" has placed himself upon 
this cool and deliberate, humane and philosophical, position. 

Sir, wc know, with regard to two or more of the Southern States, emphatic pledges have been given, 
through their legislatures, that some mode of resistance to this proviso will be adopted. Now, what 
is to be the result of the Nashville Convention which has been called for June next, should that body 
assemble and find matters in their present condition? If no bill shall have passed to do us justice by 
affording, as far as the law can afford it, the cftectual restoration of fugitive slaves ; if a bill shall have 
passed, or be likely to pass, with the insult of the Wilmot proviso causelessly and wantonly inserted 
in it, afler the announcement made in the extract of the speecli which I have just read — after the an- 
nouncement made by the Senator from New York, that so far from thei'e being an obligation to restore 
to us our fugitive slaves, the dutjr of hospitality requires that they should be received, kept, and re- 
tained from us ; that the constitutional law which requires their restoration to us is contrary to iho lav/ 
of God, and not binding in conscience ; and, still more, that tho-^e who visit our shores, coming under 
the protection of thr American flag within our jurisdiction, and there, in violation ofour laws, seduce 
our slaves from us, t^nd carry them to the North, shall not be surrendered up as fugitives from justice, 
because the same high and overruling law v/hich puts the Constitution down, and makes it a nullity, 
has converted what we call a crime into a high and meritorious act of duty — of this convention, meet- 
ing under such circumstanccp, what may be, what probably will be, the consequence? I say it not 
because I v/ish it — I do not v/ish it; the conviction has been forced upon my mind by evidence re- 
luctantly received; and therefore I wish my friends around me to pay, for that reason, the more credit 
to what I say — if that convention shall meet under such circumstahces, in my judgment the Union is 
from that day dissolved. I do not say that dissolution will follow instantly ; I do not say but a con- 
nexion, an external Union may be maintained, and linger on for a fev/ years longer: but the meeting 
of that convention will be to oitr institutions, in the language of Napoleon, " the beginning of the 
end ;" it will be the initiative step in such a course of measures. North and South, as will result in 
convulsing us so far that the ills to which we fly cannot, in our judgment, exceed those wc bear; and 
thus will put upon the people of the South the necessity, the painful, hard necessity, of a dissolution, 
a final separation. Now, sir, why do I take this view? In the first place, the meeting of tlie Nash- 
ville Convention is, upon its face, a step towards a separate and distinct organization of the Southern 
States. The very movement separates them for a time, in purposes and mt^nt, frotn the great mass 
of the population of tlie country. They meet there for what purpose ? To consider, to deliberate, to 
debate — what? What course of action shall by mutual agreement be taken by the States whom this 
convention will represent; what manner of resistance; what mode of redress? Now, sir, in all mat- 
ters of this kind, in all revolutions, in all breakings up of the ties which bind us together, the first 
step is the great difficulty. It is so even in social and private life j it is so in the married state. The 
first wanton and public outrage on the part of one towards the other of the parties is easily followed 
by such steps as end in total and thorough estrangement. Well, then, suppose no measures are pro- 
posed which look to a separation of the Union — ;is 1 haveno reason to sujipose that any will be proppsei 
Jooking to that as an object — I fully believe that t mt convention in Mississippi which terminated its 
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?-:ssioa in the call for this convention was influenced by higii and patriotic motiveg, socking to- 
pressrve mid not to destroy the Union. If I \ranted any thing to satisfy me of that, (besides 
othe." reasons whicli I have,) the very fact that Uie convention was presided over by tlie venc able 
and veneravcdi Chief Justice Sharkey, a most learned jurist and patriotic gentleman, wou'd be sufficient 
for me- But when \vo have ascertained what people design by any particular movement, we are far, 
very far, from having ascertained what they may accomplish by it. Now, suppose this meeting 
should resolve that, by a common concurrence of the States represented, laws should be passed, police 
regulations be adopted in those States, of the most irritating and ofl'ensive kind towards the Northern, 
poitlon of the Union : such a course will not appear surprising, if we bear in mind the fuct that slaves 
are constantly taken from our ports by the vessels that visit them for the purpose of commerce ; that,, 
thus taken, they are withheld from us, and their seducers are neither discountenanced at home, nor 
restored to us for punishment; and that a flagrant wrong on one side naturally provokes to measures 
at once of protection and retaliation from the other. But, Mr. President, the moment these States,, 
by mutual compact and agreement, have come to n resolution to adopt a particular course of measures- 
upon this subjcc*, they have le.fl the platform of the Constitution ; they are no longer upon it, becnuse. 
the Constitution expressly forbids a bfato to enter into any compact or agreement with another State 
without the consent of Congress. When this first step is taken, the process is easy, and need not be 
traced to a final dissolution of our present Union. And, therefore, in the event of the meeting of this 
convention, with tiie slavery question in the situation I have mentioned, I have, I repeat, gloomy ap- 
prehensions of what may be, and most probably will be, the result upon the destinies of our country. 
Forca, Mr. President, cannot keep the States of this Union together — cannot preserve the constitu- 
tional Union. I distinctly admit what was said by the. honorable Senator from Massachusetts, (Mr. 
Webster,), that no State'has a r?g/«t to eecede from this Union. I distinctly admit that the Constitu- 
tion, looking to perpetuity, makes no provision, directly or indirectly, for the separation of its partg. 
But, in point of fact, from the vevy nature of oui' institutions, the States cannot be kept in union bjr 
force. The majority, or the most powerful portion, may conquer and reduce to subjection the other;, 
but w'l.nn this is done, the States arc not in unioii, ilie cofisiitutionul connexion is not restored. It is 
but the spectacle of a conquered people submitting to superior power; and no ties of affection, no co- 
operation in a rommon government, no Jlnierican union can reasonably be hoped between the conquer- 
ors and the conquered. Believe me, sir, if ever the unhappy hour should arrive when American blood 
is shed in a contest between the States, some desiring to secede, and the others endeavoring to compel 
them by force of arms to remain in the Union — whenever that hour comes, our connexion is imme- 
diately broken to all beneficial purposes for the happiness or prosperity of the country. 

Now, Mr. President, with regard to my own St-ite. Should this proviso be adopted, and shoultT 
satisfaction not be given in the other particulars which I have mentioned, will North Carolina join in 
resisting, in any mode, the action of this Government.' Will she unite in measures for secession, for 
revolution, or for retaliatory legislation I am so far, sir, from undertaking to speak upon this sub- 
ject for the South, which I wish to be understood now and always as disavowing, that I rfo not feel 
myself even empowered to speak what will be the judgment and conduct of my own State. As was 
well said the other day by my friend and colleague, (Mr. Mangum,) in presenting some resolutions to 
the Senate, disunion is a question which we cannot discuss here as one for Senatorial action. We 
are sent here to represent the State under the Constitution, and to dischar^ie ordinary legislative and 
executive duties, which presuppose the Constitution to be entire and in full force. AVe of course 
have no delegated authority to speak the views of North Carolina upon any such question as that 
which I have just stated. Last year the legislature of my State p issed a series of resolutions, in 
wliich, after expressing in very strong and decided terms the sense fait by the people cf that State of 
the wrong of the Wilmot proviso, and other kindred measurp^, they nevertheless adopted an 
extract from the Farewell Address of Washington, embodying the sentiment that we were not 
to look upon the Union as in any event to be abandoned. Making all proper modifications of that 
large arid most comprehensive expression, "in any event," it could have no less interpretation than 
this, that none of the events alluded to by the preceding resolutions w^ould furnish ground for the 
abandonment of the Union. Since that time this matter has been much discussed in Ndrth Carolina;, 
primary meetings have been held; (^ilferent resolutions have been passed by those meetings, some dis- 
countenancing and declining to be represented in the Nashville Convention, others approving the call, 
and resolving to send delegates ; and one meeting, with a somewhat singular inconsistency, while pro- 
testing against a Government of unlimited powers, solemnly pledged itself to adhere to, abide by, and 
support whatever the Nashville Convention shall dt'ermine. I hope, sir, that North Carolina would 
not concur, on account of the passage of the Wilmot proviso, in any measures for the dissolution of 
the Union or sesistance to the Government. My own opinion is, ihat it would furnish no sufficient 
ground for such a procedure. I say that here ; 1 shall say it at hr»me when the proper time arrives,, 
if a time should ever arrive when it shall be necessary to say it. But this I say, also, that I shall 
feel — if such an event as the adoption of the proviso should happen — that a serious indignity has been 
ofiered to us; not, perhaps, designed — I will not . charge any with a deliberate design to insult— but 
yet an sndignity, because such must be the wanton adoption of an objectionable and useless measure, 
after distinct. notice that it will be considered in that light. And rely upon it, sir, that whatever may 
be the result in regard to any external action of the people of the Southern States, if something satis- 
factory ia not done respecting fugitive slaves, and if the applicatioti of this Wilraot proviso is insisted 
upon, there will be left in the hearts of our people a rankling sense of injustice and offence. They 
will have less of hope in the future operation of the Constitution. They will feel, to a certain extent., 
a painful conviction that the large majority of the inhabitants of the free States have not that sympathy 
with their feelings and regard for their rights, that justice and moderation in the exercise of known. 
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powers, and that absthience from the needlet's exercise of doubtful and questionable ones, which arc 
so essential to keep t!je mind of the country united; and, unless our minus are uniied, the forced as- 
sociation;of reluctant communities, who stay together not to obtain good from their connexion, but to 
avoid the evils of separation, does not deserve the name of Union. 

Mr. President, I am sorry that I have occupied the Senate so long. I will endeavor to draw the 
fev/ remaining remarks I have to make to a speedy close. I have submitted v.?ith entire frankness the 
views which 1 entertain. I believe, conscientiously believe, that there is in the Northern States of tht 
Union a sincere attachment to the Constitution, a firm adherence to the compromises of the Constitu- 
tion, and a just consideration for the rights and the feelings of their Southern brethren. And 1 have 
a strong hope, an abiding confidence, that these sentiments will, on every proper occasion, be mani- 
fested liy the great body of inhabitants in the free States. If I thought otherwise, I should be with- 
out hope, and should be inclined to consider my birth an event to be deplored, as imposing upon me 
the necessity of witnessing the utter destruction of my country. But, sir, let a proper bill for the re- 
capture of fugitive slaves be passed, let this Wilmot proviso be dropped, (and, if possible, sink into 
insisnificancy' and oblivion,) and I am willing to deal with every question before the Senate in the 
utmost liberality of compromise. Yes, sir, I have no objections to compromise. The Union sprung 
out of compromise. The Union is supported by a legislative compromise— a compromise incorporated 
in the fundamental law, the Constitution. Springing out of compromise, this Union can only be pre-, 
served and made to promote the great and good ends designed by and hoped from it, by our carrying- 
on the Government habitually in the spirit of compromise. In that view, sir, i am willing to with- 
draw all objection to the admission of California, with or without an alteration of her limits as settled 
by her constitution. And when I say thnt. Mr^ President, permit nie to say that I make great 
sacrifice. Sir, I occupy the same position with regard to California now as 1 did ot the bst session^ 
The honorable Senator from Mississippi, now in his seat, (Mr. Davis,) knows that I was with him 
upon a committee charged with the subject of admitting those Territories as States. . 1 announced to 
hun at once that I was totally and absolutely opposed to their admission in any form, and with any 
subdivision of territory. I have heard nothing to remove the objections I then entertained ; but in 
the manner of the organization of the Kovernrnent there I find additional objections, strong in them- 
selves, and giving additional force to those which I had before. And if I could believe that the vicv/a 
expressed by the Senator from New York (Mr. Sewaru) the other day upon this subject are the. 
views entertained by the people of California, or by the gentlemen who are sent here to represent 
them, my objections would rise almost to an insurmountable repugnance, to a perpetual opposition ^ 
for that Senator has not hesitated to tell.us in substance that we have no choice about admitting Cali- 
fornia ; that she is a State, and a State she will continue, irrespective of any act of Congress ; that she 
comes here and demands admission into this Union, and, if not admitted here, our authority will be. 
east aside, and she will be an independent republic upon the Pacific. But, sir, I cannot believe, and 
do not believe, that such an insolent dictation to us is designed by the people of California. And I 
personally know the two gentlemen whom she has selected as Senators, and am sure they would be 
the first ti disown and renounce the position assumed by their patron upon this floor. 

The honorable Senator from New York (IVIr. Skward)" seems to consider the admission of Caiifornia. 
as a matter beyond all price and all value, to be attained at every hazard and every sacrifice, and there- 
fore — notwithstanding the opinion he has expressed with regard to slavery, though he considers it a 
high, hospitable duty to entertain the fugitive slaves from the South, and to keep them from their mas- 
ters; though he has a holy horror of the extension of slavery into tlia Territories now free, and con-; 
siders every obligation imposed by the Constitution in reference to slavery overborne and annulled by 
the supreme law of God — he tells us, that so all-important is this admission of California, under the. 
circumstances, that he vifould have voted for her admission witli an express recognition by her consti- 
tution of the right to carry slaves into her territory. An allusion to this subject seems to have a strange 
effect upon thelSenator from New York. Fie is carried back at once to the last session, when certain 
measures were pending here for the purpose of organizing some temporary government for California 
and New Mexico; and alluding to the gentleman who is now the source of power and patronage ia 
this Government, he thus expresses himself: * 

"May till! republic never Iiave a President commit a more st jus or mnrH dangerous usurpation of power than the 
act of ttie preseiil eminent Cliief Magistrate, in endenvnring to induce the legislative authorities to relieve him from the 
exercise of military power, by establishing civil iiiiititutions, regulated by law, in a distant province. Borne would have 
been fiUnnding this day if she had had such generals and suchiribunaa." 

Yes, fiir,'if Rome had been blessed with a Zachary Taylor for commander of her armie.'s; if Rome, 
had been blessed with a Zachary Taylor for a tribune, the Goths, the Vandals, and the Huns, Attila 
and all his hordes, would have poured upon the empire in vain — they would have been repelled, over- 
come upon the embattled plain, and driven back to their fastnesses in the North, and Rome would, 
stand this day proud mistress of the world '. Now, sir, whether the President of the United States can 
swallow such adulation as this, I will not undertake to decide; but such is my estimate of his intelH- 

fence and his merit, of his hiodesty — a just modesty, which usually accompanies true merit — that I 
elieve he has no powers of degiutstion sufficient to get It down. 

I have said, Mr. President, that I should make a great sacrifice in my vote for ths admission of Cali- 
fornia; yet I will make the sacrifice, not grudgingly, but cheerfully; and, as said by the Senator from- 
Michigan (Mr. Cass,) the other day, if asked " what would I do to restore harmony to the country, 
and make this still a united and happy people," I would answer like him, " I scarcely know what I 
would n-ot do to accomplish such an end." 

Mr. President, I feel the importance of this great subject, and my utter want of powers to treat it as- 
it deserves. I wish to excite or to irritate the angry feelings of no section of this country; I am con- 
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scious, in my own bosom of no sentiment towards any portion of my countrymen, except one of res- 
pect nnd cordial attachment. But I may be permitted to except from this general declaration those 
mischievous associations in the northern part of the United States, which, to our injury, and to the 
great and permanent iimry of the unfortunate slaves among us, have been, with an unlioly pertinacity/ 
agitating^ raie subject of this domefstic mstitutiori of ours for the last fiflten years. Towards them, even, 
I trust 1 have no feeling of hatred. For every portion of the American people— I care not whether in 
the East or West, tlie North or South—! have the heart and hand of a brother. There is no gentle-, 
man upon this floor, among my immediate associates around me, no gentleman upon the other ^idc of 
tlie chamber, for whom I have not always manifested a proper personal consideration and kindness. 
But I wish to make our Northren friends aware of the danger to which we arc exposed. My own 
views have nc'erbeen extreme— my position has ever been moderate; and I trust some credit will be 
given me when I declare my deliberate judgment, that consequences the most sei ious, even the most 
■calamitoue, may follow a particular disposition of this subject by the present Cf ngress. If it ilhould 
be believed throughout the SoiUhern country that sentiments which we have hea d here uttered are the 
sentiments of the whole body of the North, every desire to remaiii together would sink in Southern 
hearts. We would be together, then, not from love or affection, not from the hope of happiness or 
improvement; and if we would remain united at all, it would be solely from dread of the greater and 
darker calamities that might follow our separation. If this subject is met in a proper spirit, it can be 
easily settled and adjusted. So far as I am concerned, I am willing to meet upon any reasonable 
ground. I am v/illing to yield much that I wish, to do mVich for which. F havo a strong aiul serious 
repugnur.if:.' ■ , . ' • i,.- 

i call upon every conservative gentleman in this body, every one from a free State who desit-es ■ to 
perpetuate the institutions of his country in their true spirit and character, who wishes hot U, convert 
oar Union into an association of discordant and discontented parts, held together by dread Or force, 
but to preserve us one people, united in heart and aifection— I call upon him to rneet us upon the 
ground of kindness, compromise, and conciliation: I say to him, drop this odious proviso — a measure 
powerful for evil and impotent for good ; let it not have an immottality of mischief; give us secu- 
rity for the restoration of our fugitive slaves; admit California as yoa wish, and if you choose to 
abolish in the District of Columbia this foreign slave trade — this conversion of tlie seat of Government 
into a general mart for the slave dealers of the surrounding States— -I say abolish it. My colleague 
<Mr. Manghm) and myself both stand ready to vote for it. Permit me, sir, to say to our Northern, 
friends, that if they suppds'e Southern gentlemen to be wedded to any of the adventitious evils or 
abuses of slavery— to he unwilling to correct excesses, or disposed to supplort cruelty . or to patronize 
inhumanity — they do us great injustice. Upon the rights of property wc stand ; these we consider 
sacred ; and from our.supportof them we cannot be moved. But, saving these, make what regula- 
tions of police the occasion may require, and I will hot only submit, but will give to them my hearty 
concurrence and approbation. 

Mr. President, it cannot be — I will not bel-ove it — nothing but demonstration, nothing but the ac- 
complished fact shall satisfy me — that we have so degenerated from our aires of the revolution as not 
to be able harmoniously to adjust the questions before us. It cannot be that the true spirit of conces- 
aion and compromise is fiefl ; that idealisms have taken the piur.z of constitutional obligations and . 
kindly feelings ; that fanatictsm has dethroned reason, and the Unu n, the work of our noble fathers, 
just as it has well commenced its onward progress to a future v;f real glory and power, is to be broken' 
toi pieces by the rude hands of agitation, by cabals abroad or intrigues 'at home, contrary to the gen- 
eral sentiment and earnest wish of the great mass of the people. Sir, we have had offerings iwade here ' 
for the preservation of this Union from every quarter of this chamber. O.len and nobly have they 
been made by the distinguished Senator from Michigan, (?.Ir, Cass ;) firm, st>-ody, constant, hnd true 
in this cause has my friend from New York, on the other aide of the chamber, (Mr. Dickinson,) at all 
times been. The distinguished Senator from Kentucky, (Mr. Clay,) in his late earnest and patriotic 
efforts, has added another laurel to the immortal chaplet that binds his brow ; and butafevy days stLnce; 
the great expounder of the Constitution, (Mr. Webster) — thatriiaii of raighty mental and iho: a) power' 
— closed the .'is: nf great names en^.iged in tJiis holy cautO "-n tiapc(?ch so clear m expression, eo cnm'prt;'.' 
hensive in patriotism^ so nobic in ijielf-devotion, tliat could we doiibt the success of these united efforts 
fot harmony and conciliation, v/e must heeds believe that, for some iaespiable crime, God has visited us 
■with judicial blindness, preparatory to the outpouring of his vighU om indignation upon our Country. 
Sir, f will not bslseve this — I do not, I will not despair of aeause pn good. On the contrary, I trust thrif- 
we shall yet come to^etlier on a common basis of iiarmbnious cooperation, and find ourselves able xo 
adopt, 03 the expression not only of a patriotic wish, but of an assured and confident hope, the senti- 
ment made immortal by the great Senator from Massachusetts, "Liberty and UatoK, now ahd 

S-OREVER, ONE AND INSEPARABLE." ' , 



